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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tue meArtne of Chancery final appeals will be resumed in 
Court of Appeal No. 2 on Monday, the 9th inst. There is, in 
fact, no great number of these appeals in the list, and the ten 
or fifteen that will be ready for hearing are not likely to take 
much time for their disposal. 





Oy Tvespay, the 10th inst., Mr. Justice Srirtine will com- 
mence his prescribed term of hearing witness actions, and will 
continue the same until the 2lst inst., with the exception of 
Monday, the 16th inst. During this period the motions and un- 
opposed petitions of Mr. Justice S1rxt1xe will be heard by Mr. 
Justice Kexewicu. All the five judges of the Chancery 
Division will be hearing witness actions next week. 





THE QUESTION as to which two of the judges will have the 
burden of the vacation work has become unsettled by the death 
of Lord CoLenmncsz, who, with Mr. Justice Romer, would, in the 
natural order of affairs, have been told off for that purpose. 
The duties would devolve on the two junior judges te 5 
not previously undertaken them, and between the present time 
and the 12th of August there may be changes in the judicial 
bench which may solve the question in a manner no one can 
anticipate. 





Tuer Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Bill, 1894, which 
has been introduced in the House of Commons, proposes to 
continue the objectionable practice of legislation by rules and 
orders. It is true that any orders made under the Act are to be 
laid before both Houses of Parliament and published by the 
Queen’s Printers ; but little reliance can be placed on the power 
of Parliament to abrogate rules which may contain matter of 
controversy, and which, in this instance, affect the rights of 
individuals, It would be far better to publish any such rules in 
draft, as is now done with rules of court. 





Tu Cnrter Justicesnir has been filled up by the appoint- 
ment of Lord Russert. There is not very much to said 
about the selection, beyond this, that the new Chief is a man of 
brilliant ability, who has been removed from a position for 
which he was not fitted to one for which in many respects he 
is well fitted. So far as regards the ceremonial functions of 
the office, and the cases which he will have to try, it may be 
anticipated that Lord Russexx will earn distinction; it remains 
to be seen whether he will govern the Queen’s Bench Division 
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or shew himself such a practical reformer in matters of detail 
and arrangement as is needed at the present time. The con- 
sequential appointments had not been announced up to Thurs- 
day, and, if rumour is correct, will not be made for some time. 





WE Give elsewhere the report of Sir Henry James’s Com- 
mittee with regard to the organization of the Bar. There can 
be no doubt that the recommendations are in the right direc- 
tion; the representative body of the Bar will never be placed 
on a permanent or satisfactory footing while it remains un- 
connected with the real authorities, the benchers of the Inns of 
Court. The proposal that the benchers shall provide the funds 
required for the Bar Council, and shall nominate sixteen 
members, will bring the bodies into direct relations, and we 
suppose it may be assumed that there is a prospect of the 
acceptance of the proposal by the benchers. The proposed 
regulations afford little subject for criticism, except as to the 
number of the proposed council. There are to be sixty-four 
members, independently of the present and former law officers. 
This seems to us to be too large; the Council of the Incorpor- 
ated Law Society, even ircluding the extraordinary members, 
is under fifty in number. The larger the council, the more is 
the responsibility of members diminished. The result will 
probably be that the six junior members of less than ten years 
standing will be constant in their attendance, because presum- 
ably they will not have any very engrossing occupations, and 
many of the busy members will consider that out of so large a 
number there will be sufficient persons present without their 
attendance. On the other hand, if most of the members attend 
there will probably be so much speechifying that little work 
will be done. For the practical conduct of business we do 
not want a legal Parliament. 


Tue Government declined to accept Sir R. WexsTer’s amend- 
ment to the Finance Bill protecting a purchaser for value 
without notice of the statutory charge imposed by clause 9 on 
property not passing to the executor. We cannot help thinking 
that if the Attorney-General had not been absent from the 
House, owing to illness, the amendment would have been 
accepted. We have already pointed out (ante, p. 525) the 
extremely pernicious effect of this charge. We can only repeat 
that no person will, after the Bill comes into force, be safe in 
purchasing property of almost any nature without investigating 
the equitable title. The expense of so doing will be prohibitory, 
and, as we have already pointed out, there are grave doubts 
whether an intending purchaser can insist on having the equit- 
able title produced. It may perhaps be objected that the 
Inland Revenue authorities would not in practice attempt to 
eaforce the charge against a purchaser for value without notice. 
But it must be remembered that, even if this be the case, a 
person, having a limited interest in the property, who pays 
the duty acquires a charge on the property under clause 9 (6). 
We still venture to hope that the Government will on the report 
stage add provisions fer the protection of purchasers. We may 
point out that the protection to purchasers through the medium 
of certificates given under clause 9 (2) or clause 11 (1) is 
not sufficient. No difficulty will arise where a purchaser knows 
that the property is trust property, as in such cases he will make 
inquiries, the result of which will shew either that no duty has 
attached, or that it has attached and either has or has not been 
paid. The difficulty arises where he purchases from a person 
who shews a good legal title, and the purchaser does not know, 
and has no means of knowing, whether the property is or is not 


trust property. 


We rve.isn elsewhere a temperate and able letter addressed 
by Mr. Ince to Sir Tuomas Patwe on the nomination of candi- 
dates by members of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. Noone can suppose that any slight was intended to 
Mr. Bryru by the nominations referred to, and it is fair to 
point out that there is another side to the question raised in 
the letter. Mr. Ixcy may be right in saying that since 1874 
candidates have not been nominated by members of the council ; 





tion in this practice, and he thinks it is scarcely just that it 
should have San altered without previous notice. It may be 
that it would have been better for notice to have been given, 
but we can hardly agree that the change is a violation in 
spirit of the statement made by Mr. Janson in 1874 that, 
except under very peculiar circumstances, a ‘house list” 
would not be circulated by the council. The nominations by 
members of the council are, as we understand the matter, 
made on their individual responsibility as solicitors and mem. 
bers of the society. But the point to be considered, and which 
Mr. Ince does not discuss, is whether there is any substan- 
tial reason why individual members of the council, alone amo 

members of the society, should be debarred from nominating 
candidates? It will be admitted that members of the council in 
their individual capacity are, at all events, not less acquainted 
with the qualifications desirable for members of the council than 
outside solicitors. Why should members of the society be 
deprived of the benefit of their experience and knowledge as 
individual solicitors in suggesting fit candidates? The system 
of nomination presupposes that the nominators are persons on 
whose judgment electors who have no personal knowledge of 
candidates are entitled to rely; but, by the practice which has 
hitherto prevailed, a body of men who are presumably excep- 
tionally well qualified to nominate are excluded from being 
nomicators, It may be said, on the other hand, that the 
nominativas by members of the council will be taken by electors 
as meaning that the candidates so nominated are approved by 
the council, and that in this way the council will obtain the 
means of adding to their number members acceptable to them- 
selves. No elector will be entitled to make this assumption ; 
but suppose, for the sake of argument, we admit that it will be 
made, what harm will be done? Is it supposed that the council 
do not desire to have on their body men of position and ability 
who are willing to work hard? Are not men of this description 
the right men for the post? If ever the council should take 
any course which is disapproved by the profession generally, 
the very assumption we have referred to will prevent the 
candidates nominated by members of the council from being 
elected. It is only when the council are in good odour with 
the profession that, on the assumption above referred to, it can 
be avy advantage to be nominated by a member of the council. 








Tne Commirrze stage of the Finance Bill was concluded last 
Monday night. Since we printed the amended clauses dealing with 
the new estate duty in our issue of last week, five new clauses 
have been added to the Bill. Of these the clause now numbered 3 
provides that no estate duty shall be payable in respect of pro- 
perty passing on a death by reason of a bond fide purchase from 
the person under whose disposition the property passes, or in 
respect of the falling into possession of any lease for lives or the 
determination of any annuity for lives where the purchase was 
made or the lease or annuity granted for full consideration in 
money or money’s worth. The new clause 12 empowers the 
commissioners to commute for a present payment the duty 
which would be payable on an interest in expectancy, and by 
the new clause 15 an exemption is created in respect of small 
annuities created in favour of the survivor of two persons. 
The most important additions which have been made relate to 
appeals from the commissioners and to the exception of pro- 
perty in ‘‘ British possessicns.” This appeal section is clause 10. 
The hard and fast provision contained in the original clause 6 
of the Bill, that payment of the duty claimed was to be a 
condition precedent to bringing an appeal, has been so far 
modified as to admit of the court allowing an appeal to be 
brought upon part payment being made or security being given 
for the whole or part of the duty claimed. The person entitled 
to appeal is “‘any person aggrieved by the amount of duty 
claimed, whether on the ground of the value of any 
property or the rate charged or otherwise”; this is an extension 
of the original provision as to the .right of appeal, which 
was confined to the question of the value placed on property 
by the commissioners. Questions of disputed value may be 
referred by the court to official valuers, a staff of whom 





certainly fcr many years this has been the practice. Mr. 


is to be appointed by the county council ; and where the value 
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of the property as to which a dispute arises does not exceed 
£10,000 the appeal will lie (at the option of the appellant) from 
the commissioners to the county court: this latter provision 
may effect a saving of expense to appellants. As to property in 
a ‘ British possession ” (an expression which the draftsman has 
prudently refrained from defining), the new clause 20 provides 
that the commissioners, where they are satisfied that in a British 
ssession to which the section has been applied by Order in 
Council duty is payable by reason of a death in respect of pro- 
rty situate in such possession, shall allow the amount of that 
duty to be deducted from the estate duty payable in respect of 
that property on the same death. The power to apply the 
section by Order in Council is limited to cases where in the 
British possession either no duty is payable in respect of pro- 
erty situate in the United Kingdom when passing on death, or, 
“ the law of the possession, the duty payable in the United 
Kingdom is deducted from the duty payable in the possession : 
in short, the arrangement must be reciprocal. No similar pro- 
vision is made as to property situate in foreign countries as dis- 
tinguished from British possessions. 


We print elsewhere the draft of a batch of proposed new 
rules of court. The draft is published in accordance with sec- 
tion 1 of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, and forty days must 
elapse before the rules can be made, during which time any 
public body can obtain from the Queen’s printer copies of the 
rules, and any representations or suggestions made in writing 
by a public body interested to the rule-making authority must 
be taken into consideration before the rules are finally settled. 
We deal elsewhere with the rules so far as they relate to 
originating summonses. The others introduce changes in orders 
30, 35, 37, 46, 48, 54, 57, and 62 of the R. 8. 0., 1883. Advan- 
tage bas at once been taken of the Supreme Court of Judicature 


(Procedure) Act, 1894, section 3 of which provides that rules of- 


court may be made for regulating the mode in which evidence 
of particular facts may be given—(a) on any application in any 
matter or proceeding relating to the distribution of any fund or 
property, whether in court or not; and (4) on any application 
upon summons for directions under the rules. It is accordingly 
now proposed to be provided (ord. 30, r. 7) that, on the hearing 
of a summons for directions, the court or a judge may order 
that evidence of any particular fact, to be _— in the order, 
shall be given by statement upon oath of information and belief, 
or by production of documents or entries in books, or copies of 
documents or entries, or otherwise as the court or judge may 
direct. And order 37 (Evidence) is extended by the insertion of 
rule 44, which provides that, in any case relating to the distri- 
bution of property, whether in court or out of court, the judge 
may, to avoid expense and delay, admit as evidence statements on 
oath of information and belief, and such other evidence as, 
having regard to the circumstances of the case, may be reason- 
able. And in proceedings in chambers the judge may exercise 
his discretion under the-rule, without any formal application, by 
giving directions to the chief clerk in any icular case as to 
the nature of the evidence to be admitted. With regard to 
eedings in district registries (order 35), the list of matters to 
taken—unless the court or a judge otherwise orders—in the 
district registry (rule 5) is extended by the inclusion of inter- 
pleader po ray 





Onver 46, dealing with charging orders, distringas, and stop 
orders, is toa large extent remodelled. Rules 1, 2, and 3 it ie 
proposed to repeal, rule 3, however, which extends the term 
toa we ga to the Bank of England and other public com- 
panies, whether incorporated or not, and “stock” to shares, 
securities, and dividends thereon, being re-enacted as rule 1. 
The present rule 1 appears as rules 2 and 3, and its provisions 
are made more explicit, so as to avoid reference to the 
statutes upon which they are based. At present it is provided 
that a charging order may bo made by any divisional court or a 
judge, and the proceedings for obtaining such order shall be as 
directed by 1 & 2 Vict.o, 110, ss. 14 and 15, and 8 & 4 Vict. o. 82, 


made on the ex parte application of the judgment creditor, and 
| is in the first instance an order nisi, but such order gives him 
all the remedies he would have under a charge into in his 
favour by the debtor. This is in accordance with 1 & 2 Vict. c. 
110, s. 14, and 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82,8. 1. Then rule 2, following 1 
& 2 Vict. c. 110, 2. 15, provides that no transfer of the stock 
affected by such an order shall be made by the company until 
the order is made absolute or discharged, any deviation from this 
direction being at the risk of the company. Rule 3a reproduces 
the latter of the same section under which the order may be 
made absolute on proof of notice to the judgment debtor or his 
solicitor, unless the judgment debtor shews cause to the con- 
In the same way the proposed new rule 8 of order 46 
states explicitly the effect of the service upon the company of the 
affidavit and filed notice instead of stating this, as under the 
resent rule, by reference to the effect of distringas under 5 
ict. c. 5, s. 5, which in turn only refers to the practice at that 
time of the Court of Exchequer. The present rule, apparentl 
by an oversight, has been omitted from the list of rules re ,. 
In pursuance of the same policy, a new set of rules (rr, 114-11D) 
has been introduced ans the effect of 39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 36, 
as to orders on the Bank of England for the transfer of stock or 
payment of dividends, and also (rr. 14» and c) stating the effect 
of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 47 as to vacating the registration of a lis 
pendens. A new order, moreover (order 48n), has been introduced, 
with the view of incorporating in the rules the statutory pro- 
visions (8 & 9 Will. 3, c. 11, 8.8; 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, ss. 16, 
18) as to actions on penal bonds. The provision of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Act that ap in 
matters of practice and p: ure are to be to the Court of 
Appeal has rendered necessary a corresponding change in ord, 
54, rr. 23 and 24. Rule 11 of order 57 (Interpleader) has been 
redrafted and its effect extended. It is now proposed that a 
decision given summarily under rule 8, and also a decision in 
any case where the question is a question of law and the facts 
are not in dispute, and the court or a judge decides the question 
without directing the rial of an issue, s be final and con- 
clusive, and no appeal shall lie either with or without leave. 
Hitherto there has been an ap with leave from decisions 
given summarily under rule 8. Subject to this provision a new 
rule (rule 114) provides that ‘a judgment in interpleader shall 
be final unless special leave to ap is given. 





A portion of the proposed new rules (ord. 62, r. 2) relates to 
the carrying out of the arrangement as to filing of record the 
orders of the Chancery Division, to which we have wr eed 
referred. It is understood that the new provisions were formu- 
lated by the chancery registrars, at the instance of the Lord 
Chancellor, before being adopted by the Rule Committee. 
Shortly stated, it is proposed that the original order shall be 
filed and bound up as of record, instead of being given out to 
the solicitor having the carriage of the order; and that a 
duplicate of the order shall be issued, and shall be treated for 
all purposes as the original order is now treated. The present 
practice as to keepi endars or indexes of the orders entered in 

a of the - to be — Bars is also — 
‘or the amendment, where necessary, 0 ers requiring ver 
or other amendment. It is difficult to see cit pe 
advantage will result from this either to the officials or 
to the profession. No doubt the filing of the original order is 
theoretically the proper course, hut we are not aware that the 
non-adoption of the theoretically right course for two or three 
centuries at least, has given rise to any serious evil or incon- 
venience. 








A Treasury minute, dated the 29th of June, in reference to the remunera- 
tion of law officers, states that the law officers shall receive salaries, to be 


annually voted by Parliament, the Attorney-General, £10,000 per annum, 
and the Solicitor-General £9,000 per annum. These salaries are to cover 
all business of whatever sort done by the law officers, as such, on the in- 





s. 1. The new rules shortly state the effect of the procedure 
thus directed by statute. By rule 1 the charging order is to be 


eneral. 
1894, and is to apply to every law officer appointed after that date. 
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THE RESTORATION GF THE ORIGINATING 
SUMMONS. 


Ir is a pity in some respects that there is no method existing 
whereby an objectionable judicial decision on a matter of pro- 
cedure can be formally repealed. The Rule Committee might 
have been saved a great deal of trouble in making the new rules 
as to originating summonses which will be found in another 
column if they had been empowered to say: ‘‘ Re Holloway is 
hereby annulled, and cannot hereafter be cited as an authority 
on procedure.” To all intents and purposes they have com- 
pletely annulled Ze Holloway, but to accomplish their object 
they have had to follow a somewhat tortuous path. However, 
from the date when the new rules come into operation after their 
forty days of probation, the judgment of the Court of Appeal in 
that case will be safely interred among those obviously obsolete 
cases which editors of ‘ Revised Reports” and ‘“ Leading 
Cases”’ will for ever leave severely alone. te Holloway is dead, 
and therein we have cause for some congratulation, for we have 
unceasingly pressed upon the notice of the Rule Committee the 
urgent necessity for action on their part in the direction they 
have now taken. We wish we could add that the new rules 
(ord. 54, rr. 43, 4c, 4p, 4z, 4F) contain an elucidation of 
the mystery which hangs round the meaning of the term 
‘originating summons.” Unfortunately, however, we cannot 
say this in their favour. They contain no definition of an 
originating summons, although they repeal the only definition 
thereof contained in Rules of Court. Fired with the laudable 
desire to get thoroughly rid of Re Holloway, the Rule Committee 
have contented themselves with asserting in plain words that 
certain summonses are originating summonses which in Le 
Holloway were declared to be not originating summonses. We 
could have wished that the new rules had done something more 
than flatly contradict the judgment in that case, and had given 
us some definition which could be generally applied. There 


may be a reason for this omission, which we will refer to| 
later on, though no explanation that we can conceive can | 


satisfy us that it was wise to repeal the definition in order 71 
without replacing it by a better one. 

Let us now consider in detail what has actually been done. 
The now repealed definition in order 71 was as follows: 
‘* ‘Originating summons’ means a summons by which proceed- 
ings are commenced without writ.” In Le Holloway the Court 
of Appeal had to decide whether a summons under the Solici- 
tors Act, 1543, was an originating summons within the meaning 
of that definition. The court held that such a summons was not 
an originating summons at al], and they went on to define that 
definition. They said that it should be read as follows: ‘An 
originating summons is a summons by which proceedings are 
commenced without writ, which might otherwise have been 
commenced by writ,” and they held that a summons under the 
Solicitors Act, which commenced a proceeding, which could not 
otherwise have been commenced by writ, was, therefore, an 
ordinary summons, and not an originating summons. We 
pointed out at the time what we have since endeavoured 
to emphasize (see ante, pp. 395, 412, 471)—viz., that the effect 
of the judgment in that case was to convert the great bulk of 


Chancery originating summonses under statutes into ordinary | 
summonses, and to thereby create an absurd and intolerable | 


ition. The new rules have prevented this catastrophe, and, 
with the one omission to which we have referred, they deai fully 
and satisfactorily with the whole subject of originating sum- 
monses and the procedure under them. They divide originating 
summonses into two classes: those to which an appearance is 
required, and those to which no appearance is required. The 
former will have an eight-days’ return, and be in the form pre- 
scribed by the Rules of November, 1893. The latter will have 
a two-days’ return, and will be in a newly-prescribed form 
(Appendix K , No. 1c), terminating with a note informing the 
respondent that it will not be necessary for him to enter an 
appearance, but that, if he does not attend at the hearing, either 
in person or by solicitor, such order will be made and proceed- 
ings taken as the judge may think just and expedient. Ord. 54, 
r. 4¥, contains a list of these originating summonses having a 
short return and requiring no appearance. The rule is in the 
following words :— 











‘*A respondent to an originating summons— 
(1) Under the Solicitors Act, 1843 ; 
(2) For solicitor to deliver papers ; 
(3) Under the Arbitration Act, 1889 ; 
(4) Under Order LVIL., Rule 1, for interpleader relief ; 
(5) Under Order LXI., Rule 27, to enter memorandum of 
satisfaction ; 
(6) Relating to parliamentary or municipal election poti- 
tions ; 
(7) For inspection of register of joint-stock company ; 
(8) For relief under Bills of Sale Act, 1882, by grantor of 
bill of sale ; 
(9) Under section 17 of the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882; 
(10) In probate matters, relating to— 
(a) Acceptance of foreign securities ; 
(6) Applications for grant notwithstanding caveat ; 
(c) Leave to withdraw caveat after warning where 
there is no pending cause or matter ; 
shall not be required to enter appearance before being heard 
in chambers.” 

We have quoted this rule in full because its terms are sig- 
nificant. It tells us that all of the above-named summonses are 
originating summonses, and inasmuch as No. 2 in the list is 
precisely the same summons as that which was before the court 
in te Holloway, and was held to be an ordinary summons and 
not an originating summons, it contains an emphatic contradic- 
tion of the judgment in that case. 

There still remains one further point for consideration. What 
summonses besides those contained in the above list are origin- 
ating summonses? We commenced our remarks by regretting 
for some reasons that a judicial decision on a matter of procea- 
dure cannot be formally repealed. Nominally the case of Re 
Holloway, with its erroneous rendering of the history of origin- 
ating summonses (see ante, p. 471), and its wrong definition, 
must, except on one assumption, be still regarded as law, and it 
is just possible that a counsel at his wit’s end for an argument 
| may disinter it for the purpose of upsetting some proceeding by 
| originating summons. It would, in this instance at any rate, 
| have been a gain if the case could have been definitely and finally 
| eliminated from the list of citable authorities. But there is one 
| possible assumption which may serve to keep the resting place 
| of Re Holloway sacred from the hands of its would-be disturber 
| of the future. Why is it that no new definition of an origin- 
| ating summons has been supplied to take the place of that which 
| has been repealed? Of course, when we come to inquire into 
| motives or intentions as applied to the making of Rules of 

Court, we enter the region of speculation. The deliberations of 
| the Rule Committee are not like Parliamentary debates. We can 
| only guess at the reasons which prompt the making or annulling 
|of Rules of Court. We know that there must have been some 
| solid reason for annulling the only existing definition clause as to 
| an originating summons, and for deciding not to put any other 
definition in its place. It requires no great leap of the imagina- 
tion to assume that the motive was to guard against misappre- 
hension. The Rule Committee, having no power to repeal a 
decided case, may have hit upon this method of getting rid of Re 
Holloway so effectually that it could never be cited as an 
authority again. They have done indirectly what they were 
powerless to do directly. Being without power to annul the 





annul the statutory definition on which the judgment was based, 


other definition to take its place, probably for fear lest the judg- 
ment in [te Holloway should ever in future be fastened upon the 
new definition in lieu of the old one. If we are right in this 
assumption we may thankfully write ‘‘R. I. P.” on the report 
of that case. 

This leaves us, however, still face to face with the question, 
What is an originating summons? The answer seems simple 
enough to the ordinary mind. An originating summons is what 
it calls itself—namely, a summons which originates proceedings. 
Left as we now are without any statutory definition, we are 
thrown back upon the dictionary meaning of the word “ originat- 
ing.” Werosten says it means “bringing into existence.” 
Every summons, therefore, which brings an action or matter into 








case in terms, they have decided to contradict it first and then © 


and they have thought it best, moreover, not to furnish any 
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existence in the High Court is an originating summons. To the 
average intellect the only wonder is that it should ever have 
been supposed to be anything else. But while we give the Rule 
Committee the fullest credit for their desire to completely wipe 
out Re Holloway, we cannot help regretting that they have re- 
frained from giving their authority to some such clear and 
simple definition of an originating summons as we have indi- 


cated. 


THE TRUSTEE ACT, 1893, AMENDMENT ACT, 1894. 


Tur Trustee Act, 1893, Amendment Act, 1894, which received 
the Royal assent on the 18th ult., provides, by section 4, that 
“ trustee shall not be liable for breach of trust by reason only 
of his continuing to hold an investment which has ceased to be 
an investment authorized by the instrument of trust or by the 

meral law.” The provision is probably intended to remove 
the doubt which arose in consequence of the recent failure of 
the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. to pay 
a dividend on its ordinary stock. By virtue of the Trustee Kee 
1893, s. 1 (0), and R. 8. C., ord. 22, r. 17, this made its deben- 
ture and preference stocks ineligible for ten years as a trust 
investment, and made it necessary for trustees already holding 
these stocks to decide whether they ought to realize them. As we 
pointed out at the time, such a course was not incumbent upon 
trustees. The matter had been considered and placed on a 
proper footing by Norrn, J., in Re Medland (41 Ch. D. 476), in 
reference to mortgage securities which had fallen below the two- 
thirds limit. The mere fact that the security has become an 
unsuitable one for a trustee to hold does not render it necessary 
that it should be realized forthwith. The trustee must, under 
such circumstances, decide as a practical man what is the beat 
thing to be done in the interest of the trust estate. In the 
case of a mortgage, much will depend on the position of 
the mortgagor, and on the possibility that the property may 
recover in value. ‘‘ The matter,” said Norru, J., ‘‘must be 
dealt with by practical men in a practical way. They must 
consider what is expedient to be done at the time.” So in 
the case of railway stock it is clear that a single omission 
to pay a dividend cannot make it necessary for trustees to 
sell out, although no new investment of trust property can be 
made. A general attempt to sell by all trustees holding stocks 
would cause greater loss to their trust estates by the consequent 
fall in the value of the stocks than would be at all likely to 
ensue if they continued to hold the stock, and this is still more 
clearly the case if the failure to pay a dividend is due to some 
specific temporary cause, such as the coal strike of last year. 
The new Act, in providing that a trustee shall not be liable for 
breach of trust by reason only of his continuing to hold a 
security which has become ineligible as a trust investment, 
appears to effect no change in the law, but simply removes the 
doubt which had arisen. 

The Ist section of the Act rectifies an error which had 
been made in drafting section 30 of the Trustee Act, 1893, and 
which appears to have arisen from a confusion between section 
29 of the Trustee Act, 1850, and section 1 of the Trustee 
Extension Act, 1852. Section 29 of the Trustee Act, 1850, 
provided that when a decree had been made by a court of 
» pe for the sale of any lands for the payment of the debts 
of a deceased person, every person seised or possessed of such 
lands, or entitled to a contingent right therein as heir, or under 
the will of such deceased debtor, should be deemed to be a trustee 
within the meaning of the Act. This provision was extended by 
section 1 of the Trustee Extension Act, 1852, to a sale for any 
purpose whatever, and the references to the heir, and to persons 
entitled under the will of the deceased debtor, were in conse- 
quence omitted. Thus the section ran: ‘‘ When any decree or 
order shall have been made by any court of equity directing 
the sale of any lands for any purpose whatever, every person 
seised or pvussessed of such land, or entitled to a con- 
— right therein, being a party to the suit or pro- 
ceeding in which such decree or order shall have been 
made, and bound thereby, or being otherwise bound by 
such decree or order, shall be deemed to be so seised, or 
possessed, or entitled (as the case may be) upon a trust within 
the meaning of the Trustee Act, 1850.”. But section 30 of the 





Trustee Act, 1893, in re-enacting this provision, partly limited it 
in accordance with the narrower scope of section 29 of the Act 
of 1850. The section is as follows :—‘t Where any court gives 
@ judgment or makes an order direc’ ting the sale or mo: e of 
any land, every person who is entitled to or possessed of the 
land, or entitled to a contingent right therein as heir, or under 
the will of a deceased person for payment of whose debts the judgment 
was given or order made, and is a party to the action wrth ons 
ing in which the judgment or order is given or 6, or is 
otherwise bound by the judgment or order, shall be deemed to 
be so entitled or , a8 the case may be, as a trustee 
within the meaning of this Act.” On comparing the various 
sections it is clear that the words in italics were erroneously 
inserted in the Trustee Act, 1893, and section 1 of the Act of 
1894 directs that they shall be repealed. 

The 2nd section of the Act places the High Court in Ire- 
land on the same footing as the High Court in England as to 
making vesting orders under the Act of 1893. By section 41 of 
that Act the powers of the High Court in England to make 
vesting orders under the Act extend to all land and personal 
estate in her Majesty’s dominions except Scotland. © same 
extension of powers is now conferred on the High Court in Ire- 
land. Consequently the High Court in England can make 
vesting orders as to land in Ireland and vice versd. It was to 
secure this equality between the courts of the two countries that 
the Act was originally introduced. 

Section 3 introduces after the word ‘‘ trustee” in sub-sections 
(1) and (2) of section 44 of the Trustee Act, 1893, the words “ or 
other person,” the effect being to enable a trustee or other per- 
son, for the time being authorized to dispose of land, to dispose, 
with the sanction of the court, of the land or minerals separately. 


LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


ADMINISTRATION OF TRUSTS.—On the motion of Colonel Howard 
Vincent, a Select Commiitee has been appointed to inquire into the 
liabilities to which persons are exposed under the present law os to 
the administration of trusts, and whether any further legislative pro- 
vision can be made for securing adequate administration of trusts 
without the necessity of subjecting private trustees and executors to 
the risks which they now run. 

BIL1s PASSED INTO Law.—The Royal assent was given on the 3rd 
inst. to the Indian Railway Companies Bill, the Arbitration (Scot- 
land) Bill, the Music and Dancing Licences (Middlesex) Bill, the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Bill, and the Colonial Offi- 
cers (Leave of Absence) Billi, and to a large number of private bills. 





REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Key and Elphinstone’s Precedents in Conveyancing. Fourth 
Edition. By Tuomas Key, Barrister-at-Law, one of the Convey- 
ancing Counsel of the Court, assisted by C. HersErT Brown, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Two Vols. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Parish and District Councils. A Treatise on the Local Government 
Act, 1894. By Horace E. Mitier, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Waterlow & Sons (Limited); Stevens & Haynes. 

The Law Quarterly Review. July, 1894. Edited by Sir FREDERICK 
Pot.ocs, Bart., M.A., LL.D. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 











CORRESPONDENCE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
GUILD & CO, », CONRAD. 


Sir,—In the article in your last issue on the difference between a 
uarantee and an indemnity, you call attention to the difficulty that 
is found in the application of the facts to the proposition that such a 
difference exists, and we think this difficulty is well illustrated in the 
above case, on which your article is founded. é 
he Seteene os ee rt states, a partner in the firm 
of Conrad, Wakefield, & Co., but the facts were these :—The plaintiffs 
granted Conrad, Wakefield, & Co., credit, which was teed in 
writing to the extent of £5,000 by the defendant. 
alleged that the defendant orally extended the 
and further made two verbal promises which 
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undertakings to provide funds to cover two several batches of bills | 


and Mr. Justice Mathew, on further consideration, interpreted these 
undertakings as ‘‘ promises to pay the bankers who held the bills at 
the time the bills became due.”’ 

All the bills, whether protected by the written guarantee, the oral 
extension, or the verbal promises, were drawn by Conrad, Wakefield, 
& Co. upon and accepted by the plaintiffs, who debited such bills, not 
to the defendant, but to Conrad, Wakefield, & Co., and proved on 
the estate of that firm when it became insolvent. 

It was held that the oral extension of the written guarantee was 
bad, not being in writing as required by the Statute of Frauds, but 
that the verbal promises were good as indemnities. Here comes in 
the difficulty. for it will be noted that extension and promises alike 
were in respect of bills on which the drawers were liable. 

It is true that at the date of the verbal promises the bills to be 
secured were not accepted, and it may be, therefore, contended that 
there was at that moment no principal debtor in respect of those bills, 
and so no person whose debt, default, or miscarriage, could be 
guaranteed, but it is apprehended it is still law (see Lord Selborne 
in Lakeman v. Mountstephen, L. R. 7 E. & I. App. Cas, 24) that 
though there can be no suretyship unless there be a principal debtor, 
yet the latter may be constituted in the course of the transaction by 
matters ex post facto—and, if this be so, Conrad, Wakefield, & Co., as 
drawers of the bills, occupied the position of principal debtors, and 
that they were so regarded by the plaintiffs is shown by the facts 
above-mentioned—viz., that the plaintiffs debited them with the bills 
and proved against their estate. Under these circumstances the 
difficulty you have referred to becomes obvious, for the defendant’s 
verbal promises would apparertly have been bad if given the moment 
after the plaintiffs’ acceptance of the bills, but are decided to be 

because given only a few minutes before such acceptance, when 
the plaintiffs became creditors of Conrad, Wakefield, & Co. 

e venture to think that a good working rule to differentiate 
between a guarantee and an indemnity still remains to be established, 
and that solicitors, when attempting the feat, will do well to bear 
in mind what was said by Lord Denman in Green v. Cresswell, for in 
that case, after referring to the decision of Bayley and Parke, JJ., 
in Thomas v. Cooke, that a promise to indemnify does not fall within 
the words or policy of the statute, he added the following :— 

‘* But the reasoning in this case does not appear to us satisfactory 
in support of the doctrine there laid down, which, taken in its full 
extent would repeal the statute. For every promise to become 
answerable for the debt or default of another may be shaped as an 
indemnity, but even in that shape we cannot see why it may not be 
within the words of the statute. Within the mischief of the statute 
it most certainly falls.” THE DEFENDANT'S SOLICITORS. 

London, July 3. 





THE ELECTION OF MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Enclosed I have the pleasure to send you a copy of a letter I 
have to-day addressed to Sir Thomas Paine as to the election of 
members of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The matter is of importance in the interests of the profession, as 
the lines on which these elections are to be conducted should be well 
understood and be strictly adhered to. 

I shall be glad if you will kindly publish a copy of my letter to Sir 
Thomas in your valuable paper, ai, of course, I shall immediately 
supply you with a copy of any reply I may receive from him. 

FRANCIS INCE. 

St. Benét-chambers, Fenchurch-street, 

London, E.C., July 3. 


[Copy.] 
St. Benet-chambers, Fenchurch-street, London, E.¢., 
: July 3, 1894. 

Dear Sir Thomas,—The list of candidates for the ensuing election 
of members of Council of the Incorporated Law Society being now 
published, I think it my duty to address to you a few observations 
on the course “torte by you and certain members of the council in 
nominating candidates. 

On perusing the list of nominations it will be seen that, excluding 
the retiring members offering themselves for re-election (to whom no 
— is intended), and also the two gentlemen from Manchester 
and Sheffield, nominated, it is understood, by their respective local 
law societies to succeed two other members from the same towns, 
there are four London mombers nominated, two from the City and 
two from the West of London, to supply the place of the three mem- 
bers retiring or deceased, of whom two were practitioners havirg their 
offices in the City and one in the West. 

_ With respect to three of these four candidates, it appears that each 
includes among his nominators two members of the council who have 
served the office of president. Now, since 1874 it has been understood 








to be an established rule that the council should not take part in the 
election of candidates. From that year till the present election I 
am unaware of any case in which candidates have been nominated by 
members of council. Such a nomination naturally leads to the sup- 
position that the members so nominated are favoured by the council, 
and that others not so favoured are disapproved of by the council. 

You will, perhaps, remember the circumstance under which this 
rule originated. In 1873 a list of candidates had been issued by out- 
side members under circumstances which led to some misapprehension 
as to its being a house-list issued by the council. The council 
thereupon issued a circular for the purpose of removing that mis- 
apprehension, and in that circular, while expressing their determina- 
tion not to take any part in the election of candidates, they took the 
opportunity of mentioning the names of the gentlemen they would 
like to see at their board. In consequence of that circular notice 
was given by the late Mr. Henry Freshfield, Mr. Crowder, and some 
twenty other gentlemen to move: 

‘That it is desirable in the interest of the society that all elections 
which may hereafter take place for the purpose of filling up vacancies 
in the council should be conducted without any circulation by the 
council of selected lists of candidates.” 

This motion was made by Mr. Crowder at the next meeting in 
July, 1874, upon which the chairman (Mr. Janson) said (SoLicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, p. 745) :— 

‘He believed the resolution expressed the feelings of the council 
entirely, and that, except under very peculiar circumstances, such as 
existed when the circular was sent out, such a step would not be 
taken. It was not taken then but with considerable hesitation and 
reluctance.” 

On this assurance Mr. Crowder withdrew his resolution, and from 
that day to the present I believe the council have acted in accordance 
with it. 

I think you will admit that the nomination by past presidents and 
the vice-presidents of three London members to fill three London 
vacancies is in spirit, if not technically, a violation of the undertaking 
given by the council. 

I do not propose to discuss whether or no it is desirable that there 
should be a house list, but I think you will admit that it is scarcely 
just to break through the rule without any previous notice that the 
council have resolved that it shall no longer be adhered to. Ihave 
not a word to say against any of the gentlemen nominated by mem- 
bers of the council; they are all gentlemen of whom the pro- 
fession is proud, but the course that has been ateghet is 
specially unfair to Mr. Blyth, the candidate whom I have joined in 
nominating, as it will lead members throughout the kingdom to 
believe that he is the one London candidate who is antagonistic to and 
opposed by the council. Now this inference would be, I am certain, 
lodeine contrary to the fact, as I am able to say positively that 
the candidature of Mr. Blyth (who has been for many years a strong 
advocate of law reform) is approved by several members of the 
council, and, in fact, he might have been and would have been 
nominated this year by two past presidents had not these gentlemen 
considered themselves honourably bound by the rule I have drawn 
your attention to. 

I think that you and the gentlemen who have assumed the 
responsibility, without previous notice to the members, of acting in 
contravention of arule which was publicly announced in 1874, and has 
been acted on for twenty years, ought to offer some explanation of 
the course of action you have adopted, and in justice to Mr. Blyth, 
make publicly known that his candidaturo is not opposed or dis- 
approved by the council. 

I claim the right to give such publicity to this letter, and of course 
to any reply you may honour me with, as may be necessary. 

Sir Thomas Paine, Yours truly, 

14, St. Helen’s-place, E.C. Francis INCE. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
KULES OF THE SUPREME COURT 


The following draft rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893, by order of the authority to make Rules under 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Acts. 


Draft Rules. 
Rules of the Supreme Court, July, 1894. 
Order XXX, Rule 7. 
Evidence. 
1. On the hearing of the summons, the Court or a Judge may order 
that evidence of any particular fact, to be specified in the order, shall 
be given by statement on oath of information and belief, or by 


production of documents or entries in books, or by copies of docu- 
ments or entries or otherwise as the Court or Judge may direct. 
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Order XXXV, Rule 5a. 
District Registrars. 
2. At the end of Order XX XV, Rule 5, add :— 
(g.) Interpleader Orders. 


Order XXXVII, Rule 4a. 
Distribution of Property ; Evidence. 

3. In any case relating to the distribution of an 
in Court or out of Court, the Judge may, in cles 


of the case may be reasonable. As regards proceedin 
particular case as to the nature of the evidence to be admitted. 


Order XLVI, Rule 1. 
Meaning of ‘* Company” and “‘ Stock.” 


4, In the following Rules of this Order the expression ‘‘ company ” 
includes the Governor and Company of the Bank of England and 
any other public company, whether incorporated or not, and the 


expression “ stock” includes shares, securities, and dividends thereon. 


Order XLVI, Rule 2. 

Application for and effect of Charging Order. [1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s, 
14; 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82, 8. 1.] 

5. If a judgment debtor is interested in any stock standing in the 
books of any company or in any stock or funds in Court standing in 
ihe name of the Paymaster-General, the Court or a Judge, upon the 
ex parte application of the judgment creditor, may order the judg- 
ment debtor to shew cause why the stock or funds, or any part there- 
of, should not be charged with the payment of the judgment debt 
and interest, and upon the making of the order the judgment creditor 
shall be entitled to all the remedies which he would or been entitled 
to if the charge had been made in his favour by the debtor; provided 
that no proceeding shall be taken to have the benefit of the charge 
until after the expiration of six months from the date of the order. 


Order XLVI, Rule 3. 
On Making of the Order no Transfer to be made except by Directions of 
the Court or Judge. [1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 88, 14, 15.] 

6. Upon the making of an order under the last preceding Rule, no 
transfer of any stock affected thereby shall be made until the order is 
made absolute or discharged, and if after notice thereof to the 
company whose stock is affected thereby, and before the order is 
made absolute or discharged, the company permits any transfer of 
the stock to be made, the company shall be liable to the judgment 
creditor for the value of the stock so charged and ipcnalateed, or 
such part thereof as may be sufficient to satisfy the judgment, and 
no disposition of the judgment debtor in the meantime shall be valid 
or effectual as against the judgment creditor; provided that where 
the stock is standing in the name of the Paymaster-General the 
order shall not prevent the company from permitting a transfer of 
the stock or payment of the income thereof in such manner as the 
Court or Judge may direct. 


Order XLVI, Rule 3a. 
Order to be made Absolute“unless Cause Shewn. 
&. 15.] 

7. The Order, upon proof of notice thereof to the judgment debtor 
or his solicitor, shall, unless the judgment debtor within the time 
mentioned in the order shews cause to the contrary, be made absolute, 
but the Court or a Judge may vary or discharge the order upon the 
application of the judgment debtor or any person interested. 


Order XLVI, Rule 8. 
Effect of Service of Affidavit and Filed Notice. 

8. A company upon whom the office copy of the affidavit and the 
duplicate of the filed notice have been served, shall not permit the 
stock specified in the notice to be transferred, or any dividends 
thereon to be paid until after a day specified in a notice in writing 
served by the company upon the person by whom the netice under 
Rule 4 of this Order was filed, or upon his solicitor, stating that a 
request has been received by the company from the person in whose 
name the stock is standing, or from some person acting on his behalf 
or representing him, that the stock may be transferred or the 
dividends thereon paid, and that unless an action is brought and an 
injunction obtained and served on or before the specified day, the 
notice will not be regarded. 

Order XLVI, Rule 114. 
Order to Bank of England to Transfer Stock or Pay Dividends. [39 & 
40 Geo. 3, c. 36, ss. 1 and 2.) 

9. The Court or a Judge may make any order as to the transfer of 
any stock standing in the books of the Bank of England in the name 
of or belonging to any to an action, or the payment of the 


[1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 


property, whether 
to avoid expense 
and delay, admit as evidence statements on oath of information and 
belief, and such other evidence as having regard to the circumstances 
in Chambers, 
the Judge may exercise his discretion under this Rule, without any 
formal application, by giving directions to the Chief Clerk in any 


shall be evidence that the stock required to be transferred is standing 
in the books of the Bank in the name of the person required to 
transfer the same, and any order made under this Rule may be 
enforced against the Bank in the same way as if the Bank had been a 
party to the action or matter. Provided that an order shall not be 
made under this Rule, in any case where the Bank claims any interest 
in or lien on the stock, or where further discovery is sought from the 
Bank than as by this Rule provided. 


Order XLVI, Rule 11,. 

10. The certificate referred to in the last preceding Rule shall be 
furnished by the Bank on a request in writing, signed by the proper 
officer of the Court, and the solicitor to the applicant, and shall state 
the amount of the stock required to be transferred, in whose name the 
stock is standing, and if it be particularly required, but not otherwise, 
when the stock, or any part thereof, was transferred, and by whom, 


Order XLVI, Rule 11e, 
Fees on Proceedings under last Preceding Rule. 
8s. 1 and 2.] 
11. The fees of or incidental to any proceeding under the last pre- 
ceding Rule shall be the same as heretofore or such other fees as may 


be prescribed. 
Order XLVI, Rule 11b. 
Order Restraining Transfer of Stock. [39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 36, 8,1; 5 
Vict. ¢. 5, 8. 4] 

12. The Court or a Judge upon the application of any party in- 
terested may restrain any company from permitting the transfer of 
any stock standing in the name of any — in the books of the 
company, or from paying any dividends thereon, aud any order made 
under this Rule shall specify the stock, and the amount thereof, to 
be affected thereby, and the name of the person in which the same 
is standing. 

Order may be Discharged or Varied, [5 Vict. c. 5, 4. 4.] 
13, Any order made under the last preceding Rule may be dis- 
charged or varied upon the application of any party interested. 


Order XLVI, Rule 14a. 
Amendment of Rule 14. 

14. In Order XLVI, Rule 14, the words ‘as a writ of dis'ringas 
duly issued under the Act 5 Vict. c. 5, s. 5, would have hai against 
the Bank of England” dre hereby repealed, and the words “‘as if the 
office copy of the affidavit and the duplicats of the filed notice had 
been served upon the company as by Rule 4 of this Order provided ” 
are substituted therefor. 


Order XLVI, Rule 14B. . 
Vacating Registration of lis pendens. [30 & 31 Vict. c. 47, s, 2.) 
15. Where any action or | ge mgr as been registered as a lis 
pendens against any person, if the action or proceeding is at an end, 
or if the Court or a Judge is satisfied that the lis pendens has been 
improperly registered, the Court or a Judge may order the vacating 
of the registration thereof without the consent of the party by whom 


it was registered. 
Order XLVI, Rule 14c, 

Fees on Vacating Registration of lis pendens. [30 31 Vict. c. 47, 8. 2.) 
16. Where any order is made under the last preceding Rule the 
proper officer shall, upon the filing of an office copy of the order, 
enter a discharge of the lis ae on the register, and may issue 
certificates of the entry of discharge, and the fees payable for the 
entry of the discharge and for the certificates thereof shall be the 
same as heretofore, or such other fees as may be prescribed. 


Order XLVIII B. 
Actions on Penal Bonds. 
[8 & 9 Will, 3,c. 11,88. 3&4 Will. 4, c. 42, 28, 
16, 18.] 
17. (1.) In any action on a penal bond for the breach of any 
covenant contained therein in respect of which there may be further 
breaches, the writ may be indorsed with a claim for the amount of 
the penal sum mentioned in the bond, and judgment may be entered 
for the plaintiff for that amount as security st further breaches, 
but execution on the judgment shall be limited to the amount of 
the damages which the plaintiff is found to have sustained by reason 
of the breach of covenant, and costs. 


Ascertainment of Damages on Further Breaches. 
(2.) The Court or a Judge upon the ex parte application Seal sum 


[39 & 40 Geo. 3, ¢. 36, 


Further Breaches. 


tiff who has obtained a judgment for the amount of the sum 
mentioned in a bond under the last preceding Rule, upon vit by 
himself or his solicitor that judgment has been obtained as therein 
rovided, and that since the judgment was obtained further breaches 
ve been committed, may order the defendant to before the 


Court or a Judge, or an officer of the court, as the Court or Judge 








dividends thereon, as to the Court or a Judge may seem just, and a 
certificate signed by the chief accountant of the Bank of England 





appoints, to shew cause why any sustained by the plaintiff 
i nea of the said Tote Sneshes onda not be assessed under a 


writ of inquiry or in any other way in which the Court or Judge may 
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direct and by the same or any subsequent order may order that 
execution limited to the amount of the said damages and costs shall 
issue on the said judgment; provided that the plaintiff shall not in 
any case recover by way of damages more than the amount of the 
penalty mentioned in the bond. 


No Statement of Claim when Defendant does not Appear. 

(3.) If the defendant faiis to appear to the writ no statement of 
claim shall be delivered, and the plaintiff may at once deliver par- 
ticulars of the alleged breaches to the defendant or his solicitor and 
proceed as mentioned in the last preceding Rule. 


Proviso. 

(4.) Provided that where the writ in an action is indorsed with a 
claim for the full amount of any penal sum mentioned in a bond, 
payment into court shall be admissible to particular breaches only, 
and not to the whole action. 


Order LIV, Rule 4n. 
Form and Issue of Originating Summons. 

18. An originating summons shall be in the Form No. 14, B, ©, 
or D, Appendix K, or in the Forms G or H, Appendix K, to these 
Rules, with such variations as circumstances may require. It 
shall be prepared by the applicant or his solicitor, and shall be 
sealed in the Central Office, or in Probate matters in the Probate 
Registry or in Admiralty matters in the Admiralty Registry, 
and when so sealed shall be deemed to be issued. The person obtain- 
ing the summons shall leave at the Central Office, Probate Registry, 
or Admiralty Registry, as the case may be, a copy thereof, which 
shall be filed and stamped in the manner required by law. In Pro- 
bate and Admiralty matters the signature of the President shall be 
deemed to be equivalent to sealing. 


Order LIV, Rule 4c. 
Appearance to Originating Summons. 

19. The parties served with an originating summons shall, except 
a3 hereinafter provided, before they are heard, enter appearances in 
the Central Office, or in Admiralty matters at the Admiralty Registry, 
and give notice thereof. A party so served may appear at any time 
before the hearing of the summons. If he appears at any time after 
the time limited by the summons for appearance he shall not, unless 
the Court or a Judge shall otherwise order, be entitled to any further 
time for any purpose, than if he had appeared according to the 
summons. 

Order LIV, Rule 4p. 
Attendance under Originating Summons. 

20, The day and hour for attendance under an originating sum- 
mons to which an appearance is required to be entered shall, after 
appearance, be fixed by notice, sealed with the seal of the Central 
Office in the case of a summons issued in the Queen’s Bench Division, 
or of the Chambers of the Judge to whom such summons is assigned 
in the case of a summons issued in the Chancery Division, or of the 
Admiralty Registry in the case of Admiralty matters. Such notice 
shall be in Form No. 1F, Appendix K. The notice shall be served on 
the defendant or respondent by delivering a copy thereof at the 
address for service named in the memorandum of appearance of such 
defendant or respondent not less than four clear days before the 
return day. The day and hour for the hearing of an ex parte sum- 
mons shall in the Chancery Division be fixed at the Chambers of the 
Judge to whom the matter is assigned on production of the origina- 
ting summons. 

Order LIV, Rule 4z. 
Service of Summonses not being Originating Summonses. 

21. Every summons, not being an originating summons to which 
an appearance is required to be entered, shall be served two clear days 
before the return thereof, unless in any case it shall be otherwise 
ordered. Provided that in case of summonses for time only, the 
summons may be served on the day previous to the return thereof. 


Order LIV, 4r. 

When Appearances not Required, 
22. A respondent to an originating summons— 
1.) Under the Solicitors Act, 1843; 
2.) For solicitor to deliver papers ; 
4.) Under the Arbitration Act, 1889; 
-) Under Order LVII, Rule 1, for interpleader relief ; 
Inder Order LXI,° Rule 27, to enter memorandum of satis- 


ae 


.) For inspection of — of Joint Stock Company ; 


(6.) Relating to parliamentary or municipal election petitions ; 

‘ 

5s For relief under Bills of Sale Act, 1882, by grantor of bill of 
( 

1 


Under section 17 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1852 ; 
In Probate matters selating to— 

(a.) Acceptance of foreign securities ; 

te} Applications for grant notwithstanding caveat ; 


pending cause or matter; 
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Leave to withdraw caveat after warning, where there ig so | 
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shall not be required to enter an appearance before being heard 
in Chambers. 








Order LIV, Rule 23. 
Appeal from Chambers. 
23. In the Queen’s Bench Division, except in matters of practice 


and procedure, the appeal from a decision of a Judge at Chambers 
shall be to a Divisional Court, 


Order LIV, Rule 24. 
Eight-Day Motion. 

24. In the Queen’s Bench Division, except in matters of practice 
and procedure, every appeal to the Court from any decision at 
Chambers shall be by motion, and shall be made within eight days 
after the decision appealed against, or if no Court to which such 
appeal can be made shall sit within such eight days, then on the first 
day on which any such Court may be sitting after the expiration of 


such eight days. 
Order LVII, Rule 11. 
When Decision in Interpleader Proceedings to be Final. 

25. Every decision of the Court or a Judge in any case where the 
Court or a Judge, with the consent of both claimants or on the 
request of any claimant, and having regard to the value of the 
subject matter in dispute, disposes of the merits of their claims and 
decides the same in a summary manner under Rule 8 of this Order, 
and in any case where the question is a question of law, and the facts 
are not in dispute, and the Court or a Judge decides the question 
without directing the trial of an issue under Rule 13 of this Order, 
shall be final and conclusive, and no appeal shall lie, either with or 
without leave, from any such decision. Provided that where a case is 
decided in a summary manner by a Master in pursuance of Rule 8 of 
this Order, an appeal shall lie from the decision of the Master to a 
Judge at Chambers. 

Order LVII, Rule 11a. 
Appeal by Leave from Judgment in Interpleader. 

26. Subject to the last preceding Rule of this Order, the judgment 
in any action or on any issue ordered to be tried or stated in an 
interpleader proceeding shall be final and conclusive against the 
claimants, and all persons claiming under them, unless by special 
leave of the Court or a Judge, or of the Court of Appeal. 


Order LXIT, Rule 2. 
Chancery Records. 

27. (1.) Every order which, according to the practice at the 
time of the operation of this Rule, would require to be 
entered in the office of the Chancery Registrars, shall for. 
the future be filed under the direction of the Senior Regis- 
trar. An entry of the filing thereof shall be made in books 
to be kept for that purpose, and all orders made throughout 
any year shall be numbered consecutively in the order in which 
they are filed. Every order so filed shall be deemed to be duly 
entered, and the date of such filing shall be deemed the date of 
entry. In the case of procedure orders drawn up in Chambers, 
no entry thereof shall be necessary before an attachment can be 
issued for disobedience thereof. 

(2.) A duplicate of every order shall, one clear day after the same 
shall have been received at the Chancery Registrar’s office, or in 
urgent cases sooner, if so directed by the officer by whom the 
same has been drawn up, be supplied out of the said office with- 
out fee to the solicitor or person having the carriage of the 
order; and wherever any Rule or order, or the practice of the 
Court, requires the production or service of the original order, it 
shall be sufficient to produce or serve the duplicate. 

In the case of printed orders, a printed copy shall be marked 
as a duplicate po duly examined before sealing the same. In 
the case of written orders, a duplicate shall be written without 
abbreviations, and carefully examined by Writers specially 
selected for that purpose, under the direction of the Scrivenery 
Board, and the examination thereof certified in such manner as 
the Board shall direct; and no duplicate shall be sealed unless 
such examination shall have been so certified. Every duplicate 
shall be sealed before being issued, and there shall be noted 
thereon the number of the order, the date of entry, and the 
amount of the stamp on the original order. 

(3.) A further duplicate may at any time with the sanction of the 

enior Registrar and on payment of the prescribed fee, be issued 
on the Senior Register being satisfied of the loss of the duplicate, 
and that the person applying is properly entitled to it. 

(4) Calendars or indexes of the orders entered in pursuance of this 

tule shall be made under the direction of the Senior Registrar, 
so that the same may, be conveniently referred to when required, 
and the original orders made in each year when filed s from 
time to time be bound up in volumes. Such volumes and 


calendars, or indexes, shall from time to time be transmitted to 
the Filing and Record Department of the Central Office, to he 
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there preserved, and shall at all times during office hours be 
accessible to the public on payment of the usual fee. 

(5.) Anorder shall not be amended except upon production of the 
duplicate last issued, which shall, after the origi order has 
been amended, be also amended in accordance therewith under 
the direction of the Senior Registrar, and the amendment in the 
duplicate shall be sealed under the like direction. 

(6.) For the purposes of this Rule “order” shall include judg- 
ment; and the Senior Registrar and the Scrivenery Board respec- 
tively shall give such directions as may be necessary for carrying 
this Rule into effect. 


Order LXXI, Rule 14. 
Repeal. 

28. The following Rules of the Supreme Court, 1893, are hereby 
annulled :— 

Order XIII, Rule 14. 

Order XXII, Rule 1, as to the proviso. 

Order XLVI, Rules 1, 2, and 3. 

Order LIV, Rule 4, B, C, D, and E, and Rules 23 and 24. 

Order LVII, Rule 11. 

Order LXII, Rules 2 and 3. 

Order LX XI, so far as it provides that an originating summons 
means @ summons by which proceedings are commenced without 
writ. ; 

29, These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
July, 1894, and each Rule may be cited separately by the heading 
thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 
They shall come into operation on the 24th of October, 1894. 


Appendix K. 
Form No. 1 G. ; 
Originating Summons under Order LIV, Rule 4 F. 
18 ‘ 


In the High Court of Justice, 
Division. 

(If in the Chancery Division add the name of the judge to whom 
the matter isassigned.) _ 

In the matter of A. B., a Solicitor, 

Let A. B. of attend [if in the Chancery Division, at 
the Chambers of Mr. Justice , at the time specified in the 
margin hereof] [if in Queexn’s Bench, the Judge [or Roe in 
Chambers, Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, London, 
onthe day of 18 ] [if in a Probate or Admiralty mattér, 
at the Probate or Admiralty Registry as the case may be] on the 
hearing of an application on the part of ‘ 
[State relief sought]. 

Note.—It will not be necessary for you to enter an appearance in 
the Central Office, but if you do not attend either in person or by 
your solicitor, at the time and place above mentioned [or at the time 
mentioned in the indorsement hereon], such order will be made and 
proceedings taken as the Judge may think just and expedient. 


Appendix K. 
Form No. 1 H. 
Form of Ex Parte Originating Summons. 
. B. No. 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division. 
In the matter of A.B., an infant. 
[Or, as may be. ] 
Let all parties concerned attend at the Chambers of Mr. Justice 
, at the Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, Middlesex, at 
the time specified in the margin hereof, on the hearing of an applica- 
tion on the part of the above-named 4.B., an infant, by C.D. his 
next friend, that, &c. 
This summons was taken out by of in the 
[agents for , of , in the county of }) 
solicitors for the applicant. 








A Parliamentary return has been issued shewing that the number of 
cases heard in courts of summary jurisdiction in England and Wales 
during the twelve months ending the 3Ist of August, 1893, in which a fine 
not exceeding 5s. was imposed was 270,254, and the number in which 
costs were ordered to be paid by the defendant was 175,975. The numbers 
of persons committed to prison in the same period for non-payment of a 
fine not exceeding 5s. were as follows: Where no costs were ordered, 
11,349; where costs were ordered to be paid by the defendant, 34,462. 
The same paper also gives a return of the cases heard in courts of sum- 
mary jurisdiction in England and Wales during July and August, 1893, in 
which a fine not exceeding 5s. was imposed, and costs were ordered to be 
paid by the defendant. e total given under this head is 33,993. The 
amount of costs is thus stated : Not exceeding 5s., cases under Education 
Acta, 1,496 ; other cases, 12,627; above , but not ex 10s., 
15,761; above 10s., but not exceeding £1, 3,805; above £1 . The 
results were as follows: Fine and costs paid, 24,569 ; defendant committed 
to prison, 7,519 ; conviction not enforced at date of return, 1,905. 





,court (Cave ani Collins, JJ.) 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
ROBINSON & CO. ». GEISEL—No. 1, 2nd July. 


> 
Pracrice— Partres—ActTION AGAINST SEVERAL Dergenpants —Co-con- 
TRACTORS—PowER TO Procegp witout Servinec Att Derenpants—Dn- 
CRETIONARY Power or THE Covrt—R. 8. C., XVI., 11. 


This was an appeal by the defendant Geisel from an order of a divisional 
affirming an order made by a judge at 
chambers giving the tiff leave to with the action, although 
the writ of summons not been on all the persons who had been 
made defendants to the action. The action was brought on a guarantee 
which had been given to the plaintiff by Geisel and two other persons 
named Schreiber and Hoffmann jointly, but it was originally brought 
against Geisel alone. Geisel having obtained an order that his co- 
guarantors should be added as defendants, the plaintiff amended the writ 
by the addition of their names, and caused the amended writ 
to be served upon Schreiber, but was unable to serve Hoffmann. Subse- 
quently Geisel applied at chambers for an order that the action might be 
stayed until all the defendants had been served with the writ. The judge 
and the Divisional Court dismissed the application. It was now argued 
on behalf of the defendant Geisel that he was entitled as of right, being 
one of several joint contractors, to have the action against him stayed, 
until all his co-contractors were brought before the court: Pilley v. Rob- 
inson (36 W. R. 269, 20 Q. B. D. 155). Although the old plea of abate- 
ment was now abolished under the Judicature Act, an objection for want 
of, or defect in, parties might still be taken on an application under ord. 
16, r. 11. 

Tue Court (Lord Esugr, M.R., and Kay and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. 

Lord Esuer, M.R., said that, if they were to accede to this application 
they would be nullif ord. 16, r. 11, which provided that no cause or 
matter should be defeated by reason of the mis-joinder cr non-joinder of 
parties, and that the court should in every cause or matter with the 
matter in controversy so far as the ts and interests of the 
parties actually before it, which must mean — who had been 
served with the writ. The generality of the rule down in Pilley v. 
Robinson was limited by the decision of this court in Wilson, Sons, § Co. v. 
Balcarres Brook Steamship Co. (41 W. R. 496; 1893, 1 Q. B. 422), the 
effect of which was that, though one of several joint contractors had a 
prima facie right to havéhis co-contractors joined, _ if there was any 
good reason to the contrary, or if it was shewn t there would be a 
difficulty in serving all the co-contractors, the action might be 
allowed to proceed against those persons who had been served. In the 
present case there was a conflict of evidence as to whether Hoffmann was 
or was not resident out Noh egenper oe But as. ag that oy 
might be good reasons for allowing an action to continue even though 
co-defendant who was not served was resident within the jurisdiction. If 
the court believed that the plaintiff had made all e efforts to find 
him and serve him with the writ, and had been unable to do so, they 
might allow the action to proceed without him. He was satisfied that in 
this case the plaintiff had done his best to serve Hoffmann. The appeal 
must, therefore, be dismissed. 

Kay, L.J., agreed. The had bond Ade done everything in his 
power to carry out the order which had been made for the joinder of the 
two new defendants, and, under those circumstances, it would be unfair 
to stay the action for an indefinite period until he might succeed in 
serving Ho . Ord. 16, r. 11, gave the court large discretionary 
powers, and he thought they could not justly do otherwise than allow the 
action to , 

A. L. Surrn, L.J., concurred.—Counsat, FW. B. Hume- Williams ; G. M. 
Cohen and H. Mitchell. -‘Soxtcrrons, Pumfrey ; Wood, Bird, ¢ Wood. 


[Reported by F. G. Rucxen, Barrister-at-Law.| 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
NATIONAL DWELLINGS SOCIETY v. SYKES—Chitty, J., 29th June. 


Company—GerneraL Mestrine—Cuarrman—Dissotvtion or Mesrixe pr 
Cuarnman—Power or CuarnMaN over Meetrxe. 


from having books 
from prosecuting the —— mentioned below. There was a cross- 
motion by the council to out name of the society as 
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council. Sykes moved, ‘‘That the report and accounts be received,”’ 
and this was seconded by another member of the council. A motion was 
made and supported by several shareholders substituting in lieu of the 
last-mentioned resolution a resolution for a shareholders’ committee of 
investigation. The chairman ruled this resolution to be out of order, on 
the ground of absence of express notice. The original resolution was then 
put and lost, and the chairman then declared it to be lost, and said that 
he dissolved the meeting. The chairman and the other members of the 
council then left the room and did not return, and have ever since refused 
to recognize the subsequent proceedings and acts of those who stayed. At 
the time when the chairman left the chair the retirement of directors and 
the election of auditors, which constiuted part of the ordinary business of 
the meeting, had not been disposed of. The shareholders in the room 
afterwards unanimously elected another chairman of the meeting, and 
unanimously passed certain resolutions, including one for the adjournment 
of the meeting until the 24th of May, 1894. At the adjourned meeting 
resolutions were passed, inter alia, appointing a shareholders’ committee of 
investigation and appointing auditors, and for the further adjournment of 
the meeting. An order for the calling of a meeting was ultimately made 
by agreement, but judgment was given on the legality of the chairman’s 
action at the original meeting. 

Curry, J.—Some questions of importance have been mooted in the case 
with regard to the power of the chairman over the meeting. Unquestion- 
ably it was the duty of the chairman, and it was his function, to preserve 
order, and to take care that the proceedings were conducted in a proper 
manner, and that the sense of the meeting was properly ascertained in 
regard to any question which was before it... But it was not within the 
scope of the chairman’s power to stop the meeting at his own will and 
pleasure. A meeting was called for a particular purpose of the company. 
According to the constitution of the company a certain officer had to pre- 
side. He presided with reference to the business which was then to be 
transacted. The chairman could not say after the business was opened, 
‘*T shall have no more to do with the meeting. I will not let it proceed. 
I declare the meeting dissolved, and I leave the chair.’”’ That was not 
within the chairman’s power. The meeting by itself could resolve to go 
on with the business for which it had been convened and appoint a chairman 
to conduct the business which the other chairman, forgetful of his duty 
or violating his duty, had tried to stop because the proceedings had taken 
a turn which he himself did not like.—CovunseL, Byrne, Q.C., and Theo- 
bald; Levett, Q.C., and Bramwell Davis. Sortcrrors, Linklater § Co. ; 
Myers § Co. 





[Reported by J. F. Watey, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re TYNE DOCK LAND CO. (LIM.)—Chitty, J., 30th June. 
Practice—Company—Repvuction or CaprTat—EvIpENce. 


This was a petition for reduction of the above company's capital 
from £60,000 in 5,000 shares of £12 to £55,000 in 5,000 shares of £11. 

Curtty, J., while making the order, stated that he always required a 
detailed affidavit in these cases to evidence the due passing of the resolu- 
tions by the company and due service of the proper notices to the share- 
holders. His lordship recalled a case in which the notice was duly re- 
ceived by shareholders in the country, but not by the shareholders in 
Lendon, owing to there being no postal delivery in town on Sunday.— 
Counsxi, H. Greenwood. Soxicttor, Rossiter, for Hoyle, Shipley, § Hoyle, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

[Reported by J. F. Wary, Barrister-at-Law. } 


ALT v. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL—Romer, J., 5th July. 


Votuntezsr Corrs—Girt To A Votuntreer Corrs A CxHartry—Guirt 
CONDITIONAL ON ConTINGENT Event—RULE AGAINST PERPETUITIES. 


William Frederick, Lord Stratheden and Campbell by his will ‘‘ gave 
and bequeathed an annuity of £100 to be provided to the Central London 
Rangers on the appointment of the next lieutenant-colonel.’’ The testa- 
tor died on the 21st of January, and his will was proved on the Ist of 
March, 1893. The testator was at his decease honorary colonel of the 
corps, and William James Alt was then, and at the date of the action 
still was, commanding officer of the corps. He brought this action 
claiming a declaration that the annuity was a valid bequest, and vested 
in him as commanding officer of the corps, and that it might be secured. 
The defence was that no appointment of a lieutenant-colonel of the Cen- 
tral London Rangers had been made since the date of the will, and such 
an appointment might never be made, and the bequest was void, as it would 
tend to create a perpetuity, and as the date of the appointment of the 
next lieutenant-colonel was uncertain, might on that account also infringe 
the rule against perpetuities. It was argued that a gift to a volunteer 

was not a gift to a charitable use within the Statute of Elizabeth, 
and, therefore, bad ou that score. 

Rower, J., said he was of opinion that the gift was a charitable 
gift, but he was sorry to say he could not on other grounds uphold the 
validity of the bequest. As pointed out in Lord Selborne’s judgment in 
Chamberlayne v. Brockett (8 Ch. App. 211), ‘‘ If the gift in trust for charity 
is itself conditional upon a future and uncertain event, it is subject, in our 
judgment, to the eame rules and principles as any other estate depending 
for its coming into existence upon a condition precedent. If the condition 
is never fulfiled, the estate never arises. If it is so remote and indefinite 
as to transgress the limits of time prescribed by the rules of law against 
perpetuities, the gift fails ad initio.’’ Applying that to the present case, one 
must look to see if the gift is conditional. It appears it is conditional, as 
it is not to be paid except on the eT of the next lieutenant- 
colonel, and if one is not appointed it is not to be paid. That being so, 
gan I say that the condition must arise within the time permitted by the 





rule against perpetuties ? I cannot. Can I construe it to be paid on the 
death of the present colonel? I th ink that I cannot; it is conditional on 
appointment of the next one. He might never be appointed until long 
after the death of the present colonel, or not at all. It is conditional on 
an event which might occur beyond the limit of time permitted by the 
rule against perpetuities. The action must be dismissed, without costs.— 
CounsgL, Neville, Q.O0., and St. John Clerke; Birrell, QC., and Methold. 
Soxscrtors, J. Perry Godfrey ; Walters Deverell. 


{Reported by J. W. Greic, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Winding-up Cases. 
Re THE BREWERY ASSETS CORPORATION (LIM.)—Wright, J., 28th 
June. 


Company — Winpinc vup—RectiricaTion or RgGistER—ALLOTMENT— 
CoNnTRIBUTORY— WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION FOR SHARES—COoMMUNICA- 
TION TO CLERK IN SecrETARY’s Orrice. 


This was a summons by the applicant that the list of contributories of 
the above-named company, which was being wound up, might be 
rectified by striking out the name of the applicant as a contributory of te 
said company in respect of ten shares (not being fully-paid shares) and 
that the liquidator might be ordered to pay the costs of and incidentel to 
the application. The applicant’s case was that in October, 1890, hs 
seoeived by post at his residence a prospectus accompanied by a form of 
application for shares, and that he called at the office of the company 
with the form of application and saw a clerk there, and there filled up 
the application for ten ordinary shares of £10 each, and handed the same 
to the clerk with a cheque for £30, being 10s. - share and £2 10s. 
payable on allotment. The applicant the same day called again at the 
company’s office and saw there aclerk, and informed him that he withdrew 
his application for shares in the ewe gad and demanded the return of his 
cheque. The clerk, however, stated that he could not give it up, as the 
secretary was out, The applicant calied later in the day, but found the 
office of the company closed. On the next morning he called at his 
bankers and gave them full particulars of the cheque he had given the 
company, a instructed them to stop payment, which they did. A few 
days afterwards the company sent a form of allotment letter with the 
blank banker’s receipt for the payment of the allotment money, which he 
immediately returned to the company. The question was whether 
the communication to the clerk was a communication to the company. 

Wricut, J., held that the applicant’s name must be struck off the 
register. The case was, to his mind, one of considerable difficulty and 
very much on the line, but on the whole he ought to draw the conclusion 
that the clerk was so far left in charge of the premises thatcommunications 
made to him during office hours were communications to the company. 
There was no evidence that the directors knew that the cheque had been 
stopped—on an allotment directors should look to their bankers’ book 
to see whether the money had been paid on which allotments could 
properly be made.—CounseL, J. Tanner; A. J. Chitty. Soxscrrors, 
Jerome § Ce. ; Nash, Field, § Co. 

{Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxs, Barrister-at-Law. } 


SOMERSET ». LAND SECURITIES CO. (LIM.)—Wright, J., 28th June. 


Company—Winpinc vup—Regcistrak or Lanp Recistry—Dg2Ds DEPOSITED 
uNDER Morteace Desgenrures Acts—REckrIvER IN DEBENTURE-HOLDER’S 
Action—Degtivery up or Dezps—Morteace Denenture Act, 1865 (28 & 
29 Vicr. c. 78), s. 46—Morrcace Desenture Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. 
c. 20). 

This was an application by the plaintiff in a debenture-holder’s action 
that the registrar of the Land Registry might be ordered to deliver up to 
the receiver in the action all deeds and documents in the possession of the 
registrar by virtue of the Mortgage Debenture Acts. The summons was 
treated as if it had been headed both in the matter of the Acts and the 
action, though in factit was only entitled in thelatter. The Mortgage Deben- 
ture Acts consist of the Mortgage Debenture Act, 1865, which is an Act to 
enable certain companies to issue epee debentures founded on 
securities upon or affecting land, and to e provision for the registration 
of such mortgage debentures and securities, and the Mortgage Debenture 
Act, 1870, which isan amending Act. Section 2 of the Act of 1862 eriaets 
that the Act shall extend and apply to “ all companies incorporated and 
carrying on business under the Companies Act, 1862, or under any 
Act of Parliament, as now or hereafter may be entitled to advance money 
on the security of land’’ (section2). Section 9 provides that upon deposit 
with the registrar of the Land Registry of the securities held by the 
company the registrar may register the deed creating the security. Section 
41 provides that ‘‘ any person for the time being entitled to any mortgage 
debenture of the company shall be empowered from time to time to 
enforce the payment of any arrears of interest or principal (as the case may 
be) due on such mortgage debenture by procuring the appointment of a 
receiver in the manner and subject tothe conditions hereinafter mentioned.’’ 
Section 46 is as follows: ‘‘ Subject to any such orders and directions, the 
receiver shall be entitled to receive or recover the whole or a competent 
part of the principal moneys, instalments, annuities, interest, and other 
moneys from time to time payable to the company upon or in respect of 
their registered securities, and also any moneys standing to the account of 
the company’s mo: e debentures under the provision of section 17, 
until the principal and interest due on all the debentures issued by the 


company, together with all costs, including the reasonable and proper 





charges of such receiver, shall have, been fully paid, and upon such 
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appointment being made, and notice thereof to the several persons liable 
upon such registered securities, all such moneys from time to time payable 
upon or in respect of such registered securities shall be paid to and 
received or recovered by such receiver, and the receiver shall apply the 
game, as from time to time received or recovered by him, first to the pay- 
ment of such costs, and afterwards to the discharge and payment of all 
interest, or principal and interest, as the case may be, due upon such 
mortgage debentures, and after such costs and such interest, or principal 
and interest, shall have been fully paid, the power of such receiver shall 
cease.’’ It was stated that the provisions of the Act had only been taken 
advantage of by the defendant company. The company was being 
wound up under supervision, and the same person was receiver in the 
debenture-holder’s action and liquidator ia the winding up. An objection 
was taken on behalf of the registrar to the jurisdiction of the court to 
make the order on the present application, on the ground that the 
registrar was an officer with statutory duties to perform, and that if he 
failed in the performance of those duties the proper course was to apply 
for a mandamus. The registrar, it was stated, was ready to allow the deeds 
to be seen at any time on a proper application being made to him for that 
purpose. The deeds were to remain with the registrar until they were 
withdrawn under the powers in the Act or the happening of certain events 
which had not happened. On the other hand, in support of the application 
it was contended that the registrar held the deeds for the applicants ; that 
realization of the assets had become inevitable, and it was im ible to 
realize without the deeds, which, according to the Acts, must handed 
over. ‘ The receiver required the deeds for preparing conditions of sale and 
the like. 

Wuicut, J., said he felt no difficulty as to the jurisdiction to make the 
order in particular cases. There must be power for the court to direct 
the registrar to hand over the deeds when it was necessary for carrying 
out the purposes of the Act that they should be handed over. Section 46 
of the Act of 1865 certainly contemplated circumstances which would require 
the handing over of the securities in the hands of the registrar. But he 
could not read into the Act by implication more than was necessary for 
carrying out the purposes of the Act. The question was, was it necestary 
for the carrying out the purposes of the Act that all the deeds should be 
handed over en bloc. It was said that it was, and fur two reasons—first, on 
account of the debenture-holder’s action; and, secondly, on account 
of the liquidation. There was nothing in either Act which gave 
him any assistance at all, but it seemed to him that it was much 
more convenient and more desirable that when all the affairs of the 
company were to be dealt with they should be dealt with at 
one time to save expense. He thought that he ought to make the order. 
The registrar would be under no liability and would incur no risk for any- 
thing done by him as registrar and in good faith under the order of the 
court if the court had jurisdiction to make the order or cven if it had 
not jurisdiction. In either case the registrar was protected.—CounsEL, 
Farwell, Q.C., and Kirby ; Rowden; Ingle Joyce. Soricrtors, Ashurst, 
Morris, § Co. ; R. C. Ponsonby ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 


| Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
BRINSDEN ». WILLIAMS AND BARTLETT—North, J., 4th July. 


SoLtciToR ACTING BOTH FOR Mortcacor AND MortGcacer—InsvurricitEnt 
Securnrry—Lianiuity or Sorscrror. 


This was an action to make a solicitor responsible for the loss incurred 
by an investment of trust money upon security which in the result proved 
insufficient. In 1881 Isaac Williams had his current account overdrawn, 
and had deposited the deeds of certain property with the National Bank, 
Bayswater, to secure his overdraft. He consulted a firm of solicitors, of 
whom the defendant Bartlett was the only survivor, with a view to obtain- 
ing a loan of £2,000 or £3,000. Mr. Bartlett proposed the security to 
Messrs. C. F. & E. Baxter, who inspected the property, and considered 
for themselves whether it was advisable to lend trust money upon the 
proposed security. Interviews took place, and, having regard to the fact 
that part of the security was a brickfield, £2,500 only was advanced. Mr. 
Bartlett, having obtained an undertaking from the mortgagees to execute 
the mortgage, received a cheque from E. Baxter on Saturday, the 7th of 
January, 1882, for £2,500, which he paid into his account. On the 
following Monday at 9.30 he handed a cheque of his own firm to the 
National Bank at Bayswater and obtained the deeds. The mortgage was 
vy completed on the 13th of January, 1882, but was dated the 9th of 

anuary. 


Norru, J., after going through the facts, said: The property is now an 
insufficient security, and the trustee is not in a position to good the 
loss that has been incurred. A claim is, therefore, made the 
surviving member of the firm of solicitors who acted for both parties. His 
firm were in the pcsition of law agents, and it is clear that the parties were 
told that the investment might not be a proper one for the investment of 
trust money, but that they disregarded this advice. The solicitors acted 
both for the mortgagor and mortgagees. But in my opinion the Baxters 
acted upon their own responsibility in considering whether the mone 
should be lent upon this cecurity. Neglect on the part of the solicitors is 
suggested, but this I am unable to perceive. At all events all claim in 
respect of neglect is statute barred, so it is immaterial. These persons, 
being solicitors employed by the two parties, allowed them to make terms 
with one another, and I cannot see that they incurred any liability thereby. 
But, it is said, they actually received trust money. 


they would have incurred no liability even if they had actually received 
banknotes instead of a cheque which they kept from Saturday afternoon 
till Monday morning. The agent for the purpose of receiving the deeds 
from the bank, who only obeyed the instructions of his principal, is in no 
way a trustee, and the action as against Mr. Bartlett must be dismissed 
with costs.—Counssa., Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and A. a’B. Terrell ; 8. Hall, 
Q.C., and Davenport. Soxtcrrons, Fladgates ; Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, § Co. 
[Reported by G. B. Hamiuroy, Barrister-at-Law.]} 








REPORT TO THE BAR OF SIR HENRY JAMES’ COM- 
MITTEE. 


Tuts report, after stating the resolutions of the bar meeting and the 
constitution of the committee, proceeds :— 

Your committee are of opinion that it is desirable in the interests of the 
profession, and especially of its younger members, that a consultative 
should exist, er of the bar, which should have for its duty the 
consideration of all matters affecting the profession, including the maia- 
tenance of the rights and privileges of the bar, the enforcement of pro- 
fessional discipline and custom, the examination of proposed legislation 
and of the rules of practice from time to time in force, and should upon 
all such subjects be able to communicate with other persons or bodies in 
the name and with the authority cf the whole profession. These fanc- 
tions have for the past ten years been in some measure performed by the 
Bar Committee, and your committee desire to record their sense of the 
diligent and valuable service rendered to the bar by that committee, and 
by its able and devoted honorary eecretary, Mr. Lofthouse. But your 
committee are of opinion that the Bar Oommittee, supported as it 
has been by the voluntary subscriptions of but a small number of the 
members of the bar, has lacked the authority needed for the full useful- 
ness of its work, and has necessarily been unable effectually to claim 
to represent the opinion and wishes of the whole profession. Your com- 
mittee consider that it is essential that this ua ener ees body should have 
the means of establishing permanent offices, and employing the necessary paid 
staff, and that the moneys required fcr these purposes should not be sought 
from casual and voluntary subscriptions, but should be obtained from the 
funds now administered by the benchers of the four Inns of Court. And 
your committee are of opinion that a sum of not less than £1,000 per 
annum will be required to enable the work to be satisfactorily performed. 
Your committee recommend that with the view of strengthening the 
representative body of the bar and bringing it into direct relation with the 
governing bodies of the Inns of Court, its constitution should provide for 
the appointment by each bench of a certain number of barristers of their 
Inn, who should be nominated members of what your committee suggest 
should in future be called the General Council of the Bar. Your committee 
have held seven meetings, and have carefully considered all suggestions 
laid before them, and now present a = set of regulations for the 
General Council of the Bar, which have been drafted by Mr. Wolstenholme 
in accordance with resolutions passed by your committee, resolutions 
which your committee are glad to be able to report were in all 
cases adopted without a division. Your committee are unani- 
mously of opinion that if a council should be constituted according to 
these regulations, and provided with the needful funds, as above - 
gested, it will be able to exercise valuable and much-needed influence in 
gathering and representing the opinion of the profession, and in upholding 
the discipline and safeguarding the interests of the bar. It has been 
strongly urged upon your committee by some of its members that the full 
value of avy central organization of the bar will not be realized unless 
peas be made, by means of some building og for the purpose, 
or the establishment of a centre for the corporate life of the bar in its 
social as well as its professional aspects. Your committee do not consider 
that this comes so clearly within the terms of the resolutions by which 
they were appointed as to entitle or call upon them to make any specific 
recommendation on the subject, but they desire to express their sympathy 
with the proposal, and their opinion that the creation of some such 
organization would be of much value to the profession in bringing together 
the different ranks and sections of its members. 

Signed, on behalf of the committee, 
25th June, 1894. Epwarp Crarxe, Chairman. 


The following are the proposed regulations for the General Council of 


the Bar :— 
ConsTITUTION. 

1. ‘The General Council of the Bar,’ as constituted by these regula- 
tions, is hereinafter referred to as ‘‘ the council.’’ 
2. The council shall be the accredited re tative of the bar, and its 
duty shall be to deal with all matters aff the profession, and to take 
such action thereon as may be deemed expedient. 
3. The council shall consist of — 
(i.) The Attorney-General and Solicitor-General for the time being, and 
every former Attorney-General or Solicitor-General, whilst remaining in 
actual practice at the (hereinafter referred to as the official members). 

(ii.) Sixteen os barristers, of whom four are to be nominated by 
the masters of the bench of each of the four Inns of Court (hereinafter 
referred to as the nominated members). 
(iii.) Forty-eight practising barristers to be elected by the whole bar 
(hereinafter referred to as the elected members). 
4. The council shall have power to tas additional members such 

six in number, as the council 
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professional position, or by reason of theie representing any circuit or 
section of the bar not adequately represented. The members so appointed 
shall go out of office at the time appointed for the close of the election next 
following their appointment. 

5. The council shall be deemed duly constituted notwithstanding any 
vacancy in the number of nominated or elected members. 

6. Of the elected members not less than twelve shall be of the inner bar, 
and not less than twenty-four of the outer bar, at the time appointed for 
the close of the election, and such proportion shall be maintained in 
filling up vacancies. 

7. Of the elected members, six at least shall be of less than ten years 
standing at the bar at the time of their election, and this proportion shall 
be maintained in filling up vacancies. 

8. One-half of the elected members shall go out of office at the time ap- 

ointed for the close of the election in 1896, and in each subsequent year. 

he council shall decide who are to be the elected members to go out of 
office in 1896. In each subsequent year the elected members to go out of 
office shall be those who have been longest in office since their last election. 
Elected members going out of office shall be eligible for re-election. 


ELEctIons. 
9. The time of the annual election shall be fixed by the council, and 
shall be held as soon as possible after the annual general meeting of the 


r. 
10. Every candidate for election shall be proposed in writing signed by 

at least ten barristers and sent to the secretary within one week after the 

— general meeting of the bar shall have been held under these regu- 
tions. 

11. After the expiration of one week from the day when the anuual 
general meeting of the bar shall have been held the council shall meet, 
and it shall be its duty to nominate for election additional candidates from 
any section of the bar not, in the opinion of the council, adequately 
represented on the council, and by the candidates proposed. 

12. A resolution of the council shall be a sufficient nomination of such 
additional candidates. 

13. If more candidates be proposed than there are vacancies on the 
council, the election shall be by voting papers, to be personally filled up 
and signed by the electors. 

14. Every barrister shall be entitled to vote, and voting papers shall be 
sent to every barrister whose professional address within the United 
Kingdom is given in the Law List. 

15. Every voter shall have one vote for each complete number of two to 
be elected, and the votes may be divided in any manner between two or 
more candidates, but so that not more than four votes shall be given fer 
any one candidate. 

16. Voting papers not filled up in accordance with these regulations 
shall be void. 

17. The council shali make regulations for the conduct of the election, 
and in case of an equality of votes shall determine which of the candidates 
shall be deemed to be elected. 

18. If the full number of the council to be clected be not proposed in 
manner required, those candidates who are duly proposed shall be elected, 
and the council, as elected, shall have power to fill up vacancies. 

19. Casual vacancies which may occur among the elected members may 
be filled up by the council, and the person filling a vacancy shall go out 
of office as if he had been elected instead of and at the same time as the 
person whose place he fills 

Powers or THE CovnciL. 

20. The council shall carry into effect the purposes for which it is con- 
stituted as before mentioned in such manner as it may determine. The 
council shall appoint a chairman and vice-chairman and may appoint an 
executive committee and such standing committees and sub-committees 
as it may think fit, and may from time to time delegate to any such com- 
mittee or sub-committee any of the powers or duties of the council as 
to the council may seem desirable. 

21. The council shall have power to appoint a secretary, treasurer, and 
such assistants, officers, and servants as may be necessary with or without 
salaries. 

22. The fands received by the council shall be at its disposal for the 
payment of such salaries and other expenses as the council may incur in 
promoting the objects for which it is constituted. 

23. The quorum of the council shall be eight. 

24. The council shall have power to make bye-laws regulating «he 
elections and the proceedings at their meetings, and generally for the 
purpose of carrying these regulations into effect, and from time to time to 
alter such bye-laws. 

25. The decision of the council as to the mode in which effect is to be 
given to these regulations, or on any question of construction or fact 
arising under these regulations to be conclusive. 


Ansvat Gesenat Meetinc or tue Bar. 


26. The annual general meeting of the bar shall be held (subject to the 
pope" of the masters of the bench) in the Old Dining Hall of Lincoln’s 
at a quarter past four o’clock p.m., on the second Tuesday in the 
Easter Sittings ; but the council shall have power, with the concurrence of 
the Attorney-General, to alter the date, time and place of the annual 
general meeting. 

27. The council shall submit its accounts to the annual general 
meeting with a statement of the proceedings of the past year, and a record 
of the attendances of the elected members of the council at its meetings. 

28. Notice of any resolution to be proposed at the annual general 
meeting shall be given in writing to the secretary of the council not less 
than seven clear days before the day of meeting. 





Temronrary. 


29. The first election shall be held iu 1895. 

30. The present elected members of the Bar Committee for the current 
year shall be the elected members of the council and tozether with the 
official members and the nominated members shall constitute the council 
until the election shall be held in 1895, but all the elected members shall 
retire from office at the time appointed for the close of that electioa. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 14th of June, 
1894 :— 

Aldridge, Edward Hewit Mooring Marsden, Joseph 

Andrew, William Stobo Marsden, William Henry Milnes 
Archer, William Edward Martineau, Lionel, B.A. 
Armitage, John Henry, B.A. Masters, William John 

Arnison, Charles Mathias, Claude 

Aspden, Daniel Morris Matthews, Guy 

Atkins, George James Murray Matthews, Herbert Ambrose 
Ayres, James Parker Mellor, Harold Porter, B.A. 
Bardsley, Cyril Charles Bowman, Miall, Stephen 

B.A. Monies, William Edward, B.A., 

surdswell, Arthur Hamilton LL.B. 

Barnes, James Mortimer, Francis James 

Barton, James Herbert Cooper, B.A. Moss, William James 

Baty, Thomas, B.A. Mott, Charles Egerton, B.A. 
Bawtree, John Francis Musk, Charles Stonehouse 

Beealy, Alfred Newbury, Stobart Bryce, B.A. 
Bickham, George William, B.A. Oakeshott, Frank Benjamin, B.A. 
Birt, Ernest William Oldfield, Albert 

Boyce, Reginald John Pearson, Arthur George 

Brooks, James Phelps, Murray Newton, LL.B. 
Brown, Frederick William 
Catling, Charles Bowker, B.A. 
Chambers, Charles Graham, B.A. 
Clark, Herbert Kelsey 

Cottier, Charles Edward 

Cox, Thomas Allard 
Crawford, William Leslie Pryce, Frederick Heath 

Daniell, John Arthur Helton Ram, Willett 

Deverell, John Richards Croft, B.A. Ramsden, Harold Hirst 
Dewsbury, Francis, b.A., LL.B. Robinson, Charles 

Dey, Lewis Irving Robinson, Clement Crawley 
Drury, Albert Ward Robinson, John Henry 

Durham, Andrew Charles Lancelot Rose, William 

Eastham, Thomas Rose, William Hugh 

Edgelow, John Hennen Rowlatt, John Friend, B.A. 
Edwards, Martin George Rowley, Ernest, B.A. 

Edwards, Morrice Alfred, B.A. Rye, James Bacon, B.A. 

Evans, Llewelyn Caradoc Salt, Isaac Harold 

Forster, Arthur Francis, B.A. Schroeter, Frank Julius 

Forster, Charles Ernest Seyd, Harold Otto 

Fox, George William Sharman, Arthur Frank 

Francis, Herbert Smallshaw, William Henry Birrell 
Fraser-Copeman, Charles Edward, Smith, Arthur Myers, B.A., LL.B. 

B.A. Smith, Harry Swayne 
Gowen, Frederick Stoneham, Ernest 
Greaves, Edwin Lunnon, B.A. Street, Oscar Willian, B A. 
Hanbury, Arthur Walter Lempriere Stroud, Herbert 
Hancock, George Coulter Talbot, Charles White 
Harding, Charles Copeley Tanner, George Frederic | 
Hargreaves, James Taylor, Frederick George 
Hargrove, Herbert Thomas, Peregrine 
Harris, Herbert James Tolhurst, Francis Joseph 
Healing, George Edward, B.A. Vaughton, Rowland Griffith, B.A. 
Hibbert, Edward Vidal, Charles William 
Hick, Herbert Waller, Percy George 
Hodgson, William Frederick San-Walthead, Sidney 

ford, B.A. Walmsley, Arthur Brunsdon 
Holdsworth, Charles Stork Ware, Walter Patrick Webb, B.A. 
Hollick, Thomas Edward Warren, Charles Edgar 
Holt, Harry Watson, Edward James 
Hookway, Henry Whitehorn, Herbert Alfred Augustus 
How, Francis Ambrose Walsham, Wilding, Richard 

B.A. Willan, William Edward 
Howe, Bertram Charles, B.A. Williams, Richard Gilbert 
Hudson, Robert Sidney, B.A. Williamson, Arthur Peel 
Jacob, John Reginald Williamson, Frank 
Jenkins, Sydney Osborne Wilson, Archibald Berdmore 
Jones, Thomas Buchanan, B.A. 

Jones, William Owen Winch, John Nightingale, B.A. 
Keshan, John Northouse Woods, Ernest Edward 

Lean, Frederick John Wildey-Wright, Frank 
McCandlish, George Glennie Leslie Wyatt, Hugh Michael Wrench 
Manduell, John Steele Young, Reginald 

Marris, Tom 


} 


Piesse, Montague 
Potts, Charles Edwin 
Prestage, Edgar, B.A. 
Priestley, William 


Phillips, Leonard Richard Brewer, 
B.A. . 
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Frat EXAMINATION. 
The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination, held on the 12th and 13th of June, 


1894 :— 

Allen, Richard William Ingle, Frank Seaton 

Alloway, Frederick Douglas Jackson, Thomas Henry 
Jeans, William Dampier 


Ambler, George 
Armitage, George Troughton Jenkins, William McIntosh 
Jones, Frederick 


Aylwin, Charles Herbert Bernard 
Barlow, Francis John, B.A. Joplin, Germain Nicholson, B.A. 
Bartlett, John Adams, B.A. Keele, John Patton 

Kenyon, John 


Berthon, Harold Warwick 
Bird, Arthur Horace, B.A. Kidson, Arthur Frederic 
Kilby, Harry Cecil 


Bird, Arthur Lister 
Birley, Edward William Hornby Kilsby, Charles Edward Stewart 
Bisgood, Gerald Cecil, B.A. King, Gilbert Walter 

Bishop, Frederick William, LL.B. Knox, Charles Douglas 

Bishop, Richard Compton Lamb, Arthur 

Blakeway, Charles Latham, Lovell 

Blount, George Hugh, B.A. Leadam, Edward Arthur, B.A. 
Bond, Ralph Stuart Leader, Sydney 

Boodle, Walter Trelawny Leaf, Walter Arthur Cunliffe 
Boote, Richard Harvey Lee, Hugh Booth 

Bouch, John Lowther Leech, Richard Henry 

Broad, Ernest James Thiery Lester, Herbert Graham 

Brooke, Henry, B.A. Lewis, George, B.A. 

Brown, Arthur Henry Lewis, George James Grahame 
Buchannan, Archibald John Long, James 

Burcher, Frederick Edward Longhurst, Thomas 

Butterfield, Sidney Gulielmus MacAndrew, Stephen Lee 
Caddick, Alfred Armstrong Marshall, Arthur Edward Willoughby 
Campbell, Robert Edmund, BA. Marshall, Arthur William Montague, 
Charles, Frank Pendrill B.A. 

Child, John Faulkner, B.A., LL.B. Marshall, John 

Clark, George Riley Mavrogordato, Lucas John, B.A. 
Clark, John Millons, George Hogg 

Clark, Thomas Colbatch, B.A. Mitchell, Alfred Ernest, B.A. 
Clarke, Joseph Robert Moodie, Herbert John 

Clarke, Richard Augustine Morgan, Matthew Rees 

Clarke, William Sefton, B.A. Morgan, Richard Rowland 

Claye, Kenneth William Nasbet, Alfred 

Clayton, Charles Stephen Nicholas, Walter Powell 

Clough, Gerard Duncombe Norledge, Grosvenor Albert 
Coates, Robert Musgrave Odhams, Charles James 

Cockayne, Francis Ernest Oldfield, Lionel Baring, B.A. 
Cockburn, Joseph Edward Parry, Herbert Gwynne 

Coles, Percival, B.A. Partington, Thomas Edward, B.A. 
Cook, Edmund Ralph Pears, Hugh Vaughan, M.A. 
Crabtree, Newman Perkins, Ernest Wrigley 

Crossley, Richard William Sutcliffe Pomeroy, Leonard 

Cumberland, William Bentinck Procter, John 

Dalston, Harry Maxwell Raynes, William Luard, B.A. 
Davie, Charles Christopher, LL.B. Rhodes, Henry Hirst 

Dell, Alfred Percival Rhodes, William Frederick Wilkin- 


Dell, William, B.A. son 
De Wet, Vernon Douglas Ricketts, William Tyler 
Diver, Charles Barwick Roberts, Thomas Charles 
Dixon, Robert Ellis Russel, Archibald 
Dobinson, Ernest Croudace Sharpe, Wallace William Jessopp 
Doughty, Chester Goodwin, B-A. Sheldon, Henry Gabriel, B.A. 
Drewry, William James Sherrard, George Clifton, B.A. 
Drysdale, William, B.A. Sherwin, Robert Walter 
Eaden, Edward Allen Shields, Richard Alan 
Easton, John Page Shone, Llewellyn 
Edwin, Stanley Philip Sibson, Thomas 
Eland, George Simon, George Alfred 
Elwell, Clement Law Stewart, B.A. Slater, Sidney 
Fairchild, Samuel Farrar Smith, Adrian Arthur 
Falwasser, John Frederick Stephens, Arthur Neville 
Ferrier, John Albert Henry Sterry, Perceval 
Footner, Stephen George Stewart, John Fairbairn 
Forsdike, George Frederick Stunt, William 
Foster, George Henry Thomas Swaine, Robert Coare 
Francis, William Benjamin Sylvester, Robert Arthur Percy 
Frank, Charles Clark Taylor, Richard Walton 
Goaman, Thomas Alford Tebbs, Henry Nelson 
Gould, Reginald Claude Terrell, James 
Gray, Samuel Oscar Thomas, Frank Morgan 
Grierson, George Maitland Thomas, Peter David 
Gurney, Gregory Goldsworthy Henry, Thompson, Fred 

B.A. Thompson, William Robert, B.A. 
Thomson, William Percy 
Townsend, Frederick Octavius 
Trevanion, Arthur Harry 
Turner, Julius 
Twell, George 
Tyndall, Frederick Henry Gardner 
Wade, Harry Skipton 
Ward, Joseph William 


Haddock, Frank Frazer 

Hall, Albert Edward 

Hall, Frederick William 

Hamer, John 

Harris, Richard Granville 
Heilmann, Peter Joseph 

Hilbery, Harry Stanley 

Hooper, Charles Alexander, B A. 


Howard, William Fitzalan Waterworth, Jobn 
Howden, Dougies Alexander, B.A. Watts, Ernest Francis 
Hull, Edwin Whatson Whipham, Harry Rowland 
Hunton, Weneley Barclay White, Reginald John 
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Wilson, Herbert Wright, Percy Aikin 

Wiltshire, Percy Young, Arthur Tayler, LL.B. 
Winterbotham, Edward Erncst 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of Mr. Sarrsny Wi11aM Jounson, solicitor, of 
the firm of S. W. Johnson & Son, of 5, Gray’s-inn-square, London. Mr. 
Johnson was admitted in 1838, and died on the 30th ult., at the age of 
eighty-four years. 

APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Joun Vuiiramy Owen, solicitor, 45, Bedford-row, W.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 

Mr. Watrer B. Yates, barrister, of the North Wales and Chester Cir- 
cuit, has been appointed a Revising Barrister on that circuit. 

Mr. Epwarp Morten, barrister, has been appointed the first Recorder of 
the borough of West Ham. 

Mr. Ernest Harriey Cotertipar has been appointed secretary to Lord 
Chief Justice Russell. 

CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vrions. 

Atrrep Faccr and Cuantes Frank Anprews, solicitors (Lane, Fagge, & 
Andrews), Arundel-street, es June 29. 

Freperic HannaM-Ciark and Francis Natuanret Bayton, solicitors 
(Hannam-Clark & Bayton), Gloucester. June 30. 

Frepexick Jackson and Gzorcs Kyme Wricur, solicitors (Jackson & 
Wright), Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Jan. 1. The said George Kyme Wright 
will carry on the said business under the style of G. K. Wright, late 
Jackson & Wright. 

Haury Rowtanp Meaxry and Watrsr Hotroyp-Sercerant, solicitors 
(Meakin & Holroyd-Sergeant), Finsbury-pavement. June 25. The 
practice will in future be carried on by the said Walter Holroyd-Sergeant 
at the above address. 

Tuomas Moxutson-Sairn and Henry Russert Horxrns, solicitors (Moli- 
son-Smith & Hopkins), Ludgate-hill. June 30. [ Gazette, July 3. 


GENERAL, 

The Rev. Canon Ainger, late Reader at the Temple, has been appointed 
Master of the Temple in succession to the Very Rev. the Dean of dat. 

It has been arranged (says the Standard) that the salary of the Lord 
Advocate is to be fixed at £5,000 a year, and that of the Solicitor-General 
for Scotland at £2,000. 

The Attorney-General has fixed Saturday, July 14, for the adjourned 
poe eae of the bar, which will be held in the Inner Temple Hall at 
2 o’clock. 

The St. James's Gazetic, repeating a current rumour, says it is ncw 
definitely settled that Lord Esher will resign the Mastership of the Rolls 
before the end of the Long Vacation. 

The Times says it had been arranged that Lord Russell should be sworn 
in as Lord Chief Justice of England on Thursday, but it having been found 
more convenient for that ceremony to take place earlier, the learned judge 
took the oaths on Wednesday morning, and was sworn in before the Lord 
Chancellor in his private room at the House of Lords. 

At Bow-street Police Court on Wednesday, says the Times, Charles 
Edward Hope, Bedford-row, Ilford, Essex, appeared to two summonses 
charging him with pretending to be a solicitor. Mr. C. O. Humphreys 
ap on behalf of the ted Law Society; Mr. C. H. Salmon, 
for the defendant. Mr. Humphreys stated that the defendant was 
admitted a solicitor in 1881, and formerly had an office at Finsbury- 
pavement. For some time past he had failed to take out a certificate. 
Consequently he was not = to act as a solicitor, but he did so in a 
Chan suit— Phillips v. ing—on at least two occasions. Mr. Salmon 
read a letter the defendant sent to the ted Law Society, 
explaining his conduct, and said he had not intentionally done wrong. 
He had been defrauded by a client and had retired from the legal profession. 
He had acted in the chancery action referred to asa friend, and had not 
demanded or received any reward for his services. Mr. Humphreys said 
the Incorporated Law + saggy reason to believe that the defendant had 
received money from Mrs. Dowling, and were satisfied that the letter in 
which he attempted to explain conduct was untrue. Mr. Vaughan 
cnid it was evident that the defendent bad Gene weeng, but 0s be appenase 
to have acted for no one but Mrs. Dowling since he 
certificate he would be fined only £1 1s. with respect to each of the two 
summonees, with £3 3s. costs. 











COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rora or Reorsraans 1x Arrexpayxce ox 








Apprat Covat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Currrr. Norra. 
9 Wr. Pugh Mr. Leach Mr. fens 
oy Leach {a 
Pugh Leach Clowes 
Godfrey Jackson 

















_THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


July 7, 1894. 





“Mr. Justice Mr. Justice >. Justice 
StrRiiv3, KEKEWICH. Romes. 

Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton 
Rolt Ward 
Farmer Pemberton 
Rolt ard 
Rolt Pemberten 
Farmer ard 








Wasnyine 8 InTENDING Hovse Purcnasens & Lessees.— Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 


Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological —— Victoria-st. 
Westanlectes (mente 1ero) who also undertake the Ventilation of C Offices, &c.--[ Apvt.] : 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, June 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limrtep 1x CHAncery. 

Amixzs Syxpicate, Liu: rep—Creditors are required, on or gg Aug 6, to send their 

dresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Hugo Wollheim, 101, 
Leadenhall st 

App.erorps, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 13, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Impey, 41, Temple st, 
Birmingham. Foster & Kendrick, Birmingham, solors for liquidator 

Baitisn y onl SywpicaTe, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 6, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Hugo Wollheim, 
101, Leadenhall st 

Finaxcran Excnaxce axp Bureau , Lamitep—By an order made by Wright, J., dated 
June 14, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up be continued. Preston, Coleman 
st, solor for petner 

Gewerat Contractors Syxpicate, Limrrep—By an order made by Wright, J., dated 
June 20, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up be continued. Beall & Co, Throg- 
morton ‘House, Copthall avenue, solors for petner 

ba ot me Gop Mixinc Co, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 25, directed 

‘o be heard on July 11. Parker, 12, Bishopsgate st Within, solor for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
10 

logan AXxD INTERNATIONAL Steamsuir Co, Losrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 

Aug 10, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Taylor, 22, Water st, Liverpool. Hill & Co, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 

PortsmoutTH anp Sournsea Anmy anp Navy Stores, Limrtrp—Creditors whose debts 
arose before March 4 1893, are required, on or before July 16, to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Layton Bennett, 66 and 67, 
Cornhill. Parker, 12, Bishopsgate st Within, solor for liquidators 

Tae Mixes =a, Se Luuirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 
names dresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Eaton Lander, 
130, Winchester House, on Broad st 

Tuomas Greex & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Gillespie, 
Cross House chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne. Gee & Dunn, Newcastle on Tyne, 
solors for liquidator 

Unswuimirep 1n CHANCERY. 

La Consrrucrion, Limitep (Company)—Petn for Winding up, presented June 27, directed 
to eard on Wednesday, July 11. Paddison & Co, Abchurch chbrs, Abhurch lane, 
petners in person. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 

o’clock in the afternoon of July 10 


London Gaszette.—Turspay, July 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limitep in CHANCERY. 
Crovcu & Jay, Lunrtep—Petn for winding up, presented June 27, directed to be heard on 
July 11. Plunkett & Leader, 60, St. Paul’s churchyard, solors for petners. Notice of 
jes must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
y 10 
Harcoms & Co, Sacx Contractors, Liurrep—Creditors are ag = uired, on or before Aug 15, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their d2bts or claims, to Edward 
Coleman, Dashwood House. Fletcher, 13, Clifford’s inn, solor for liquidators 
Huaswortn Gas Co, Luutrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert William Hope 
Bunt, Wakefield. Scholefield & Poppleton, Hemsworth, solors for liquidators 
Levien & Kyottys, Linitep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Evans, 86, 
1 st. Birchalls, 85, Gracechurch st, solors for liquidator 
Nationat Financian CorroraTion, Limrtep—Petn for winding up, presented June 23, 
irected to heard on July 11. Blount & Co, Fitzalan House, Arundel st, Strand, 
solors he petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of July 10 
Souipiriep Petroieum (Pioneer) Corporation, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or 
fore July 30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to G. B. King, 7, Union ct, Old Broad st. Keeble, 10, Coleman st, solor for 
liquidator 
Surrey Macarnist Co, Liurrep—Petn tor winding u eg June 29, directed to be 
heard * Wednesday, July 11. Powell & Rogers, 17, Strand, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not inter ti than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of July 10 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. ? 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, June 22. 
A’Court, Jony, Blandford, Innkeeper Augi Smith, Blandford 
Aston, Joux Cyrus, Newport, I W,Gent July 31 Tyndall & Co, Birmingham 
Arxinson, Jony, Preston July18 Thompson & Oakey, Preston 
Bacon, Cranissa, Manchester July4 Rowcliffe & Co, Manchester 
Barker, Mania, Newport, I W July 28 Mann, Chatham 
Bett, Hexry Stowe, Wandsworth August1 Saxton & Morgan, Portman sq 
Bexyetr, Joux, Morecambe, Gent July 23 Fawcett, Morecambe 
Bisuor, Jane, Cambridge July 21 Lansdell, Hastings 
Borner, Jane, Brockley July 23 Lockyer & Avery, New Cross rd 
Briaos, Hannan, Bradford August1 England & Son, Howden 
Butt, Georce Tipret, Treslothan July 25 Tilly, Falmouth 
Curtox, CLaup ConstasLe, Walham Green, Esq Aug 5 Pickering & Neilson, Lincoln’s 


inn 
Crurrersuck, Kare Isapet, Chester, Spinster Aug1 Newman & Co, Yeovil 
Der, Mary Anya Exizasetn, Gt Yarmouth, Widow July 28 Waters, Gt Yarmouth 


arenes, Grorcr, Leamington, Lieutenant-Colonel July 31 Wright & Hassals, 
amington 
Drvysurca, Cuartes Henny, Liscard, Bank Keeper July 23 Field & Co, Liverpool 


Epwarps, Marcaret Ayn Lewis, Pwilheli, Widow July 10 Pugh Jones, Pwilheli 


nee Se ee, Manchester, Beer Retailer July 31 J C Walker Dean & 
y ‘anc r 
Fovutsnam, Wituiam, Thornton Heath, Gent July 31 Eastwood, Clapton 


Grey, Evizasetu Jane, Fenton, Widow July 20 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle on Tyne 
Guirritus, Ann, Hereford July 15 Gwynne James & Son, Hereford 

Gairrirus, Mary, Lilavymynech, Spinster Dec1 Minshalls & Parry-Jones, Oswestry 
Hensier, Georce Antuoyy, Bristol July 21 Miller & Soa, Bristol 

HenitaGE, James, Banbury July 31 Bennett, Banbury 

Heywoop, Henry Trerrry, Mannamead, Minister Augi Rooker & Co, Plymouth 
Hiaeins, Tuomas Baker, Winchmore Hill Aug2 Martin & Co, Guildhall 

Hotpixe, Tuomas, Handsworth, Gent Augil Bache, West Bromwich 

Howaerts, Evtes Maria, Dukinfield July 18 Whitworth, Ashton under Lyne 
Jenxtss, Ricnaro, Hay, Brecon,Gent Aug1 James, Merthyr Tydfil 


| Lowruen, Josern Wisox, Southport, Oil Merchant Augi Earle & Co, Manchester 


Martix, Mary Tertow, Heath Charnock Aug 26 Bailey & Son, Bolton 

Mason, Heves, Brighton July 1 Wise & Son, Ripon, Yorkshire 

Morcay, Tuomas, Ogmore Vale, Glam July 16 Scale & David, Bridgend 

Oxe, Cuaries Ricuarp, Bromley July 25 Hep erd & Winstanley, Southampton 
Parknouse, Witi1Am, Pontypool, Shoe Dealer Aug 6 Watkins & Co, Pontypool 


| Porrat, Sir Geratp Herpert, Mount st July 31 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
| Rexcr, Ricnarp, Walton on Thames, Surgeon Aug 13 Godfrey & Webb, Walton on 


hames 
Rosinsox, E:izapetu, Arnold Sept 29 Truman, Nottingham 


Ropiyson, Witi1aM, Nottingham, Gent Sept 29 Truman, Nottingham 
Scopet, Frances Sxey, High Littleton July 23 Cossham, Bristol 
Saarp, Jemima, Croydon July 16 Edridge, Croydon 

Suaw, Jony, Moss Side, Lancs July 21 Lawson & Co, Manchester 


| Storrs, WitL1aM, Stalybridge, Contractor Aug 4 Innes, Stalybridge 


Sutrox, Jonn, Stockport, Smallware Dealer July 19 Lake & New, Stockport 

Tuomas, Jou, Chirk, Corn Dealer Sept 1 Minshalls, Owestry 

Tuomas, Joun, Tredegar, Printer Aug1 James, Merthyr Tydfil 

Tuomas, Jony, Cowbridge, Land Agent July 25 Jordan & Davies, Frederick’s pl 
Tuomson, Hersenrt Wanverorp, Crewkerne, Surgeon Aug 21 Riddell & Co, Bedford 


row 
| Watuis, Tuomas, Holborn Circus, Gent Augi10 Pontifex & Co, Holborn circus 


Wartraker, Tuomas Henny, Mildmay pk, Grocer July 7 Armitage, Finsbury pavement 
Wuitrrz.p, Tuomas, Bold, Lancs, Farmer Aug4 Robert Davies & Co, Warrington 
Wirxrxsoy, Mary, Little Badworth, Widow Augi Cheshire & Son, Northwich 
Wricut, Henry, Loughborough, Gent July21 Woolleys & Co, Loughborough 
Waicutson, Francis, King’s Norton July 31 Shore & King, Birmingham 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Fuipay, June 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Pet June12 Ord June 25 


Mayll Ord June 26 

Bacx, Water. 
Court Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Bei, Tuomas, Sheffield, Hair Dresser Sheffield Pet —_— 

Ord June 25 | 6 

Berysterx, Georce, patos Tow, Merchant High Court 
Pet May 18 Ord June 26 

Bippiz, Joun, Swansea, Confectioner Swansea Pet June | 
25 June 25 

Biaxey, Wituiam, —_ Commission Agent Leeds Pet | 
June 23 Ord June 23 


Pet June 14 Ord June 
Ord June 26 
Pet Jan 27 Ord Mar1 


June 26 Ord June 26 


Brorny, Cartes Stuart, Burnley, Fruiterer Burnley | Hame, Jonny Wuirtrieip, Lowestoft, Casteenw 

Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Yarmouth Pet Junell Ord June 25 
Bryce, Witu1am, Bolton, Builder Bolton Pet June 25 

Ord June 25 Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Carer, Atpert Witwiam, endl, Mason Bristol | Jackson, 

Pet June 26 June 26 Birming! Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


Cuarmayx, Witutam Tuomas, \ ane 
loucester Pet June 27 Ord Jun 

Cuaistorness, Henpert Sr Crarr, Stockbroker 
Court Pet Nov3 Ord June 25 


June 26 


Coapoy, Jour eausem, | Chelsea, Gent 


Bayswater, Licensed Victualler High | | CRAMER & Co, New Santon, Wine Merchants 
| Davipson, Georce L O, Pall : Mall 
Duwariy, Wittias Hesry aaa, Maidenhead Windsor 
| GirTEss, A.LFrep Hewry, Kidderminster, Builder Kidder- | 


minster Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Gotppere, Samvet, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer Leeds Pet sows. Mania. and Jane Moone, | atte Spinsters 


Ironmonger | Joyes, Joun, Banbury, Gasfitter Banbury Pet June 26 
High | 
| 


| Jouns, Joux Ropgricx, Blaenau Festiniog, Labourer 
Portmadoc Pet June 25 Ord June 26 


High Court ; Lameert, Aurerp, Mark lane, Civil Engineer High Court 
Pet May 28 Ord June 27 
rd June 27 
Lewis, Epwarp DI1.toy, Ley Solicitor Wands- 
worth ne, April9 Ord June 2: 
Pet June LirrLewoop, W_B Guryey, Old Broad st, Promoter of 
Companies High Court Pet June 1 Ord June 27 
Locuyer, Jonx, Batley, Pork Butcher Dewsbury Pet 
June 23 Ord June 26 
Mipo.etoy, James, naam, Gunn.aker Birmingham 
et June 25 Ord June 25 


Cowen, Henrietta, Belfast, Widow High Court Pet Lis, Weare , Clapham roai, Jeweller High Court Pet 
y 29 


Windsor 
High Court 


verpool Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
Great | Menges, Evay, Gwaencaegurwen, Glam, Grocer Neath — 
et June 25 Ord June 27 2 


Hitt, Tuomas, Stourbridge, Fruit Salesman Stourbride | “Mosgnave Auserat Ricuarp Gaprer, Kew, Teacher of 


usic Wandsworth Pet June 26 Ord June 25 a 


BenJaMin fom ee. Bell Founder | | Baoee: Wiuiam Caanzes, Dover, Shoemaker Canterbury 4 


June 26 Ord June 26 
ae Ortanpo, Westminster, Composer High Court | 
June 25 Ord Juae 26 ; 
a... Atreep Wi.uiam, Flamstead, Farmer &t 
Albans Pet June 25 Ord June 26 
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Simpson, Jonw Ker, Carlisle, Tobacconist Carlisle Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 
STH, Witu1am Isaac, West Smethwick, Greengrocer 
West Bromwich Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Breve ens, Groros, Bethnal Green, Carman High Court 
et Sune 26 Ord June 26 


een | Birkenhead, Tug Proprietor Birkenhead 
Pet June 13 Ord June 27 

SrronG, Nicno.as, Birkenhead, Tug Proprietor Birken- 
head Pet June 13 Ord June 27 

Tnomss, Grorer Fowier, and Cuaries Siiver eee, 

, Ironmongers York Pet June27 Ord June 27 

eomaa, Joux, Liangyfelach, Glam, Carpenter Swansea 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Tu.orsoy, Cnartes Epwarp, Leeds, Carting Agent 
Leeds Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Wittiams, Wittiam Woreas, Lianthe Vach, Mon, 
Farmer Newport Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Wits, Saran, Chudleigh, China Seller Exeter Pet June 
13 Ord June 25 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Appy, Groras, Leeds, Butcher July 6 at 11 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Acar, Groror, wuanialo, Yorks, Farmer July 9 at 11.30 
Court House, lerton 

Barton, SAMUEL , aseey Walsall, Baker July 12 at 10.30 
Off Rec, W: 


Walsall 
a, Wutax James, Walsall, Draper July 12 at 11.30 
ff Rec, Walsall 


a E, Wits, Bolton, Builder July 6 at 3 16, Wood 
st, Bolton 

CarTLipar, Euiza, Rochdale, Confectioner July 6 at 11.30 
Townhall, Rochdale 

CuarpmMan, Wi1Lt1am Tuomas, Gloucester, Ironmonger July 
7at3 Bell Hotel, Gloucester 

Ges, Wiruram, and Wuitam Casey, Manchester, 

one Manufacturers July 6 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, 
st, Manchester 

eae Se Have.ock, Newton le wom, Grocer 
July 9 at 11.30 Court house, Northallerto 

Fost, Cuar.es, Plymouth, Fish Merchant tly 9 at 11 
10, Atheneum trree, Plymouth 

GAMBLE, Roseert, Denham, Farmer July9at12 Chequers 
Hotel, Uxbridge 

Garpner, Water ALBERT, ary Stratford, Carpenter 
July 7 at 12.30 County Court bldgs, Northampton 

GraysHan, Jonny, Rochdale, Shuttle Maker July 6 at 11 
Townhall, Rochdale 

Hitt, Tuomas, Stourbridge, Fruit Salesman July 7 at 
10.45 Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge 

JENKINS, serene Fern pew July 6at12 Off Rec, 
65, High st, — Tydfil 

Kise, ae mea friars rd, Jeweller July 9 at 11 

bldgs, Carey st 

Kink, Avan, PO d Chariton, Electrical “Engineer July 9 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Larner, ARTHUR, Shoreditch, Bamboo Furniture Maker 
July 10 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, any A st 

LocxHarT, Ropert, Limehouse, Licensed Victualler July 
10 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mortensen, Niis, Newport, Outfitter July 9 at 12 Off 
Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Nicot, Peter, Manchester, Draper July 6 at 3.30 
Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Nuny, Artuur CHARLES, ‘Walsham le Willows, Catile 

er July6 at12 Guildhall, Bury 8t Edmunds 

Pasuier, Samuet, Highbury New pk, Hardware Factor 
July 11 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rivtey, Granam Samvet July 6 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple 
chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Ropertsox, Witu1am Lee, Halesowen, Butcher July 7 
at 10.30 Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge 

Rosixson, Tuomas, Stone, Innkeeper July 10 at12 Off 
Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Srrickitanp, Tuomas, Slaidburn, Yorks, Farmer 
at 3 Station Hotel, Clitheroe 

Vicary, Cuar.es, Tamerton Foliot, Grocer July 9 at 11.30 
10, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Wess, yo Jouy, Cowley, Baker July6at3 Off 

xfor 

Wurrttes, Joun Parker, Bradford, Commission Agent 
July 6at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Wiixiss, Josern Epwix Wivenhoe, Naval architect July 
11 at 12.45 Townball, Colchester 

Witurams, Witiiam Woreax, Clanthewy Vach, Farmer 
July 9 at 12.30 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chambers, 
Newport, Mon 

Wituamson, Atrraep Georce, Pitstone, Bucks, Farmer 
July 9 at 1 County Court Office, Aylesbury 

Wits, sanem, Fae me China Dealer July 6 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Woon, Winuiam Hewry, Crewe, Football Manufacturer 
July 13at11 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Youxes, Epwarp, Ipswich, Draper’ s Assistant July 19 at 
10.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of 12th June 
Cox. Witt1am, Thame, Baker June 20 at 3 "Off Rec, 
Oxford 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Back, Watrer, Bayswater, Licensed Victualler High 
Court Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Walsall Pet 


Barroy, Samvet Henry, Walsall, Baker 
wes, seems, Sheffield, Hairdresser Sheffield Pet June 


July 6 


June 15 Ord June 23 
June 25 


Bivptz, Jann Swansea, Confectioner Swansea Pet June 
25 Ord June 25 


Buakey, Witiiam, Leeds, General Dealer Leeds Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 
<a ~ om, Lantgnt, Baker Portsmouth Pet May 24 


Brorny, nanan Srvuart, Burnley, Friuiterer Burnley 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Caret, ALbert Wiuuiam, St George’ s, Glos, Mason Bris- 
tol Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Girrexs, ALrrep Henry, Kidderminster, Builder Kidder- 
minster Pet June 25 Ord June 25 





Go.psere, Samue., Leeds, Bootmaker Leeds Pet June 
26 Ord June 26 
oy, Fee. Stourbridge, Fruit Salesman Stourbidge 
June 21 Ord June 21 
=, eg = Praery Bloxwich, Baker Walsall Pet 


Jones, Jouyn mpoanees, Blaenau Desinieg, Labourer 


June 23 Ord Jun 
Kirgsy, Henry, Bestord row, ieee &c High Court 
Pet Mar 1 June 26 


meee A “Hatley, Pork Butcher Dewsbury Pet 


Lewis, Simon, and Davin Ag wart Carmarthen, Boot 

te ee ae Mig Pet J “a3 Ord June 27 
TT, CAROLINE, ury Park pinster High Court 
Pet Mar2i Ord June 26 

Martix, Warren Sraxiey, Chertsey, Corn Merchant 
Kin , Surrey Pet May 21 Ord June 25 

aoa, = Manta, = a ~ Southport. <<“ ig Lodging 

—— verpoo: une 27 une 

Morcans, Evan, Gwaencaegurwen, Grocer Neath Pet 
June 27 Ord June 27 

Muserave, Avserr Ricnarp Garrer, Kew, Music 
Teacher Wi Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Piatt, WILLIAM aaeaae, sven Shoemaker Canterbury 
Pet June 25 Ord June 26 

Powe.t, Ortaypo, Westminster, Composer High Court 
Pet June 25 Ord June 26 

——- Tuomas, Stone, Innkeeper Stafford Pet June 

Ord June 25 

nie Avsert, St Germans,Farmer Plymouth Pet 
June7 Ord June 27 

Sauxpers, Atrrep Witiiam, Flamstead, Farmer 8t 
Albans Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Simpson, Joun Ker, Carlisle, Tobacconist Carlisle Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

Tuomas, Grorce Fowrer, and Cuaaves Sitver Tuomas, 
York, Ironmongers York Pet June 25 Ord June 26 

Tuomas, ‘Joux, Lilangyfelach, Carpenter Swansea Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

TitLoTsoy, Caartes Epwarp, Leeds, Carting Agent 
Leeds Pet June25 Ord June 25 

Wituiams, Witt1am Worean, Lianthewy Vach, Farmer 
Newport, Mon Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Bossett, Arraur Joun (described in , Receiving Order 

as Anruur Bossetr), York , Cab Pro- 

prietor Za a Court Adjud Tey 2 20, 1893 Annul 
une 25, 


Evans, Joun, , 4 fail, Glam, Farm Labourer Ponty- 
prid dd Adjud May4 Annul June 25 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Rate Jom Everton, Grocer Liverpool Pet June 30 Ord 
une 
Be.t, Caartes Ervest, Boulogne, Minin High 
Court Pet June 30 Ord June 30 e Raghowe 4 
ov. tri = Norwich, Bricklayer Norwich Pet June 


BuTrerworts ie Oldham, Pleasure ape Pro- 
prietor Oldham Pet June 26 Ord June 

Carter, Ropert Francis, Gateshead, Grocer a 
on Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Davies, Davip ay Ne geneiatener Newport, 
Mon Pet J Ord 

Davies, Mary, hh Tailorees Swansea Pet June 29 
Ord June 29 

Davies, Water Joun, Welshpool, Tailor Newtown Pet 
June 29 Ord June 

Doxovax, Joux, Dover, Watchmaker Canterbury Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Farriess, GrorGe, ee Blacksmith Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet June 27 June 27 

Fottanp, Jouy, Kidderminster, paige Kidder- 
minster Pet June 27 Ord June 

GREENER, Josern Carsrarr, iaidenhall st, Accountant 

h Court Pet Aprili4 Ord May 11 

— >. Jouy, Burton on + Grocer Burton on Trent 
Pet June 29 Ord June 

es yy James, Henley i in Arden, Builder Warwick 

une 28 
Haut & Co, Mik st, Tatton High Court Pet June 16 


Hewagp, 4 Rotherham, Hatter Sheffield Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Hopvesox, Ricnarp Banks, Petersfield, Insurance Agent 
Portsmouth Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Hooson, Freperick Tomas, , Tailor Newport, 
Mon Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Jenninas, Tuomas, Lg ee Beerhouse Keeper Bradford 
Pet June 28 

Leamoyx, Herpert, an Commerciiul Traveller 
Birmi Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Masxett, Harry Percy, 
High Pet June28 Ord June 28 

Maron, Groraz, Chesterton, Watchmaker Cambridge 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

o_o Cuar.es, Hereford, Baker Hereford Pet June 

Ord June 28 

ne Witiram, and Jestyn Mornis, Neath, Gardeners 
Neath Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Payne, fey by Basingstoke, Grocer Winchester Pet June 
30 


Roserts, Huan Sass Rhyl, Builder Bangor Pet June 
16 Ord June 28 

Sueprarp, James, Salisbury, Grocer Salisbury Pet June 
27 Ord June 27 

Suirs, Witu1am, Wymondham, Bricklayer Norwich Pet 
June 30 Ord June 30 

Srocxiey, Tuomas, Leamington, Cowman Warwick Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Viroix, Cant, Brynmawr, Hotel Keeper Tredegar Pet 
June 19 Ord June 30 

High Court Pet Junei Ord 


Wurtz, Jauzs Anprew. Papas, Miner Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet June 28 23 Ord June 


betes Arrnur Asyey 





Waurre, Jacos Joux, Miner Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Jess 8 00d Tones” ef 


Wages, | oe Se, Miller King’s Lynn 


Woopeats, Jess = General Dealer Exeter Pet 
June 30 Ord a 


A Gro Wisborough Green, Builder July 10 at 
YLING, RGE, i 10 at 2 
B. ss D. Crewkerne, Draper Jul : 

AK® ames Davy. 13 at 12 

Ry a ’ ’ y 
Bexnet, Jonx, Barnet, Shoe Currier fer July 10 at 3 Off Reo, 
Bracu, Gzorox W: pigs arnt mame Oil Manufacturer 
July 13 at 11. 23, Colmore row, Bi 


irmingham 
mr 5 Ezra Sse Auctioneer. July 11 at 3 
mam Oldham, Y: uly 


Collier July 10 at 12 
Cart pooh Francis, Grocer July 12 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on ate d 
Cuan! Eensst Henry, Hampton ik, Publican July 
10 at3 Off Rec, Oxford 


a See Witutam, Stockton on Tees, Fish- 
Yuly 11 at3 Off Rec, 8 Albert 1 - “Middies- 


—— boron Redcar July 18at3 Of Rec, 8, Albert 
aa Hosier July 12 at 11 
23, Colmore row, 
a Joun Leeds, Grocer July 12at12 Off Reo, 22, 
row, 
Hamsroveu "Duper Assert, Bexhill, Gent July 10 at 
12 Carey 
rj uae Joun, Bloxwich, Baker July 12 at 11 
seas oly Roperick, Blaenau Festiniog, Labourer 
be, atl Blaenau 
Jonas, 9 1141amM Rosert, 
Dinorben Hotel 


Byarp Pasonicis 


65, High st, 


,» Farmer July 17 at 

Lenses Sipyry Anruur, Anerley ps fee S July 
10 at 11.30 2%, ey Bae Busco 

3 Joux, Batley, July” to at3 Off 


Mason, Witi1am, noes, Besey Grocer July 10at 12 Off 
©, 8t Peter’s church walk, N 4 
Watchmaker July 16 at 12 


. Haulier July 12 at 12 


Maron, Grores 
Off 
Mityer, Roser, 
row, 


Orcas, ALFRED, Accountant July 14 at 3 

Parker, Jonn yy Epwarp, , Draper July 
ll at 11 23, Colmore row, ' 

Ramsay, Joun STeruenson, wenny Julyl0at3 Off 


65, 
o> NRO a Cavendih 1 July 11 at 12 Bank- 
Lx, South , Widow July 11 


Sawa ARY Carer 
at ill 
, Grocer Julyi0at3 Off Rec, 


Suepparp, James, 
Sr Grores, Agtuur Spaven Bermondsey, Chemist July 
12 at ll 
Tuomas, Davin a dep, Carey st” Clerk in Holy 
Orders July 16 at 1.30 chmbrs, Cheater 
= Greees wag ee hh ARLES SILVER Tuoma 
July 13 at 12.30 


ot, 
Tru.orsos, Stone gute Yor nant, Carting Agent July 


12at1l Off Ree, 22, 

Tunyer, Avpent Epwarp, ‘Nafferton, Innkeeper July 11 
at 11 Trinity House lane, 

Waits, Tuomas, July 12at245 Devon- 

WaArtKis, Hewry, Worcester h Dealer Jaly 14 
at Off Rec, 45, orcester 

wees ha, Pink yeh es — July 12 at 3 


wa aces Jon, aon, anc Lae 12 at 2.30, 


The adie a —e sattated for that 
in the London Gazette of June 
LawBENCE, ae Re me South fea fy “Widow 


June 29 1.30 2%, way approach, 
Bridge, 8 z ie 16 at 11 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Best, Freperick James Georcr, Croydon, Commercial 
‘Traveller Pet March 29 Ord "June 27 


Berts, pi 8 orwich, Bricklayer Norwich Pet June 
27 
Bacen, | Sere. nade, Shanklin Ryde Pet May 31 
Burrerworts. Wg hy Pleasure Grounds Pro- 
June 26 Ord June 26 
Cazr, Water Parxrsox, Berwick on Tweed, Chemist 
on Tyne Pet June 7 Ord June 26 
Carter, Ropert Francis, Gateshead, Groc’r Newcastle 
on Pet June 26 Ord Jane 26 
CHarman, Wituram ae ere Ironmonger 
Gloucester Pet June June 29 
ea Epwis, Stoke Prior, Farmer Leominster Pet 
20 
: = ny Finsbury sq, Curate High Court Ord 
une 
Davee, Rome, Govan, Teles Swansea Pet June 29 
ee vous, pew, Watchmaker Canterbury Pet 
Fareress, Gzoror, Blacksmith Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet June 27 Ord ovis 4 
nated Joun, Kidderminster 
, Plumber Leominster Pet 


27 Ord June 27" 
on 
— » Bae Burton on Treat, Grocer Burton on Trent 
Pet June 29 Ord 


18 Ord June 28 
ap 


tamenen, Son Henley in Arden, Builder Warwidk 
"Pet June a1 Od Janet 
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Hewanp, Farpericx, Rotherham, Hatter Sheffield Pet 
June 28 Ord June 29 

Hopson, Frepericxk Tomas, Leicester, Tailor 
Mon Pet June29 Ord June 30 

Hock, Epwaxp, jun, Monmouth, Timber Merchant 
port, Mon Pet May17 Ord June 30 

Jzennixos, Tuomas, Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Jor & Box, Simtox, Newcastle on Tyne, Auctioneers New- 
castle on Tyne Pet June 12 Ord June 26 

Joxgs, Jouy, Banbury, Gasfitter Banbury Pet June 25 

June 28 

Krxe, Ricnarp, Upper Montague st, Lodging house Keeper 
High Court’ Pet April 23 Ord June 27 

Matrox, Grorcr, Chesterton, Watchmaker 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Mivp.erTows, James, Birmingham,Gunmaker Birmingham 
Pet June 25 Ord June 29 

Morais, Wii11aM, and Jestyx Morris, 
Neath Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Newnan, Wiiu1am, Ryde, Builder Ryde 
June 18 

Nortruwoop, Sauvet, and Joux Nortuwoop, Birmingham, 
Ironfounders Birmingham Pet May 23 Ord June2s 

O’ Firs», J Dittos, Strand, Barrister at Law High Court 
Pet Mar19 Ord June 27 

Payye, Tuomas, Basingstoke, Grocer Pet 
June 30 Ord June 30 

—-" Sauvet Hesry, and Josern Beryarp SiLatrer, 
Guildford, Grocers Guildford Pet June19 Ord June 30 

Praxce, Covrerexay Connect, and Georcr Heyry Gar- 
RARD, Evesham, Solicitors Worcester Pet Mar 31 
Ord June 22 

Raw ttixsox, Joszrn, Ulverston, Coal Merchant Ulverston 
Pet June 13 Ord June 2 

Satway, Mary Ewmiry, South Kensington, Widow 
Court Pet May21 Ord June 2 

Sanxpers, Aroysivs, Piccadilly, Bank Clerk High Court 
Pet April 28 Ord June 28 

Suerrarp, James, Salisbury, Grocer Salisbury Pet June 
26 Ord 


Newport, 
New- 


Bradford 


Cambridge 


Neath, Gardeners 


Pet June2 Ord 


Winchester 


High 


June 27 

Surrn, Taomas Witiram, Camberwell 
High Court Pet Junel Ord June 29 

Swira, Witt1am, Wymondham, Bricklayer 
June 30 Ord June 30 

Tayvon, Rovexrt, Houndsditch, Printer High Court 
June19 Ord June 27 

Tuomas, Wituram, Blaenavon, Draper Tredegar 
June6 Ord June 28 

Tvcxer, Tuomas, De Vere gardens, High Court 
Pet Mar 29 Ord June 28 

Tyiex, Joux Beysaurxs, Hammersmith, 
High Court Pet April19 Ord June 28 

Ware, James Axprtw, Barrington, Miner Newcastle on 
Tyne PetJune28 Ord June 28 

Warrs, Jacos Joux, Barrington, Miner 
Tyne Pet June25 Ord June 25 

Wriaissox, Tromas, Wiggenhall, Baker 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Woopeate, Jesse, Exeter, General Dealer 
June) Ord June 3 

Wariout, Taomas Lawrence, Old mene st, 
High Court Pet April2 Ord June 


Auctioneer 
Pet 
Pet 
Pet 


rd, 


Norwich 


Architect 


Hotel Keeper 


Newcastle on 
King’s Lynn 


Exeter Pet 


Stockbroker 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

July 10.—Messrs. Driver & Co., at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, a Freehold Residential Pro y with Freehold 
Residence, Farmhouse, and a ae -rent (see advertise- 
ment, May 19, p. 4; June 2, 

July 10.—Mesers. Daiver & Co., at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, Freehold Residential and Sporting Estates, and 

a Residential and Investment Property (see advertise- 


June ®), p. 52). 
July 11.—Messrs. Baker & Soxs, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, Freehold and small part Leasehold Shop Pro- 
perty (see advertiser: nt, this week, p. 4). 
July 11.—Mesers. Eowrx Fox & Bovsrizup, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o'clock, Freeh« old and Long Leasehold Proper- 
My ‘and Ground-rents (see advertisement, this week, 
saly 2.—Mesers. Daxian Water 
EC. at 2 o'clock, Freehold 
— Ground 


July 13. —Mesars. Fs 
the Mart, E.C., at 2 o'¢ 
Leasehold Property 
2and3 

July 12. — Messrs. 8. Wax 
a Building lend 

June 16, p. 4 
Messrs Woort 


& Sows, at the Mart, 
Properties and Improved 
mts (see advertisement, this week, 
Tuer, Excuse, Cuanx, & Co., at 
lock, Freehold Residences and 
advertisements, June 2, pp. 


& Rrsrz, at the Mart, E.C 


see advertisement, June 2, p. 


we 


July 13. s & Guzex, at the Mart, E.C., 


at 2 o'clock, Freehold Ground-rents and Freehold and | 


Leasehold Prop. rties 
8). 


fo 


(ser advertisement, this week, p 





TO TRUSTEES AND OTHERS. 

FREEHOLD GEOUND RENTS, £14 ils. per 
secured upon Now. 44, 48, W, 52, D4, 56, and 5B, De 
Beauvoir-crecent, N., with reversion in about 32 years to 
yack rents estimated at £20) per annum.—Solicitors, 
Meeas. Venn & Woodcock, 15, New-inn, Strand, W.C. 

Freehold Houses ‘ome with shop), known as No. 
Arthur-strect, and No. 7, Lawrence-«treet, 
stre:t, W., let om agreement to excellent tenant«, and 
prrducing £1Z4 pe anDuin. 

Lesechol4d House, No. 4, Huddiestone-road, Tufnell Park, 
bet at £44 per annum.—Svlicitor, Ernest Vaughan, Exq., 
17, Southampton-street, Pitzroy--quare, W. 

CMA Gravel-lane-——Now. 7. 9, 11, and 12, Bostock-street, 
protucing £119 per annum. Held for over #0) years 
Solicitor, Frances Bird Kas, , Maldon, Easex. 

We rwerzsn & GREEN will offer the above 

- PERTY for SALE by AUCTION, at the 


i Uy FRIDAY, JULY 14, leet, at TWO o'clock 
of the r 


Fy 26, Grace are, 


12, 


tive Bolic+ and of the 


b-strest, EAL. 


ms, 





| 
sBnumM, | 


| valuable PROPERTY b 


Oxford- | 


By order of the surviving Executors of the late Charle 
Dod, —To Trustees and Capitalists. 
Co INDUIT-STREET, 

The important Business of No. 17, Conduit-street, 
New Bond-street, W., let on full repairing lease from 
Christmas, 1893, at £375 per annum. eld under a City 
of London Corporation lease, renewable for ever, on 
payment every 14 years of £35 only, at a ground-rent of 
£5 a annum, forming one of the choicest investments 
possi re. 

NV ESSRS. MADDOX, SON, & GREEN 

Bt will SELL, at the MART, on MONDAY, JULY 23, 

* TWO precisely, the above valuable CORPORATION 
LEASE of the City of London, renewable for ever. May 

be viewed by appointment, and with cards of the 

Auctioneers. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be had at the 
Mart; of Messrs. Dod, PE Son, & Fenwick, Solici- 
tors, No. 16, Berners-street, ; of Messrs. Flux, Thomp- 
son, & Flux, Solicitors, 3, East India~avenue. E.C.; and of 
the Auctioneers, No. 9, Warwick-court, Gray’ s-inn, Wc. 


By Order of the Executors of the late Chas. Dod, Bea. 
HIGH-CLASS LEASEHOLD INVESTMENTS. 


[ BOSRe. MADDOX, SON, & GREEN 
pt will SELL, at the MART, on MONDAY, JULY 
23rd, at TWO, the following Excellent INVESTMENTS :— 
~—— PARK.—Nos. 11 and 12, Stanhope-place, 
W., Leasehold Residences with stabling, in excellent 
repair, let on leases and producing annually 
ST. JOHN’S WOOD.—No. 31, rlborough-place, 
N.W., convenient Family Residence, recently modern- 
ized at great cost, and now | at, perannum ... 
MARYLEBONE.—No. 110, Crawford-street, W., 
Short Leasehold Business Premises, held direct from 
the Portman Estate, and let on lease at, per annum 
.—— VALE.—Nos. 4, 6, and 10, Clifton-road, 
, Excellent Shops in busy ‘thoroughfares (two let on 
bn at £125 and £140 nd annum; one in hand) 
annual value ote ; ss a 


£510 


390 


£1,125 


He ld for various terms at low ground-rents.—May be 
viewed by permission of the respective tenants. 

Particulars with conditions can be had at the Mart; of 
Messrs. Dod, Longstaffe, Son, & Fenwick, Solicitors, 16, 
Berners-street, W.; of Messrs. Flux, Thompson, & Flux, 
Solicitors, 3, East India-avenue, E.C.; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 9, Warwick-court, Gray’ s-inn, W.C. 

VAL UABL E REVERSIONS. 
ME: GEORGE B. SMALLPIECE (Suc- 
cessor to FRANK LEWIS & CO.) is instructed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 
Lothbury, on MOND. AY, JULY 23rd, at ONE o’clock 
Precisely, in Two Lots 
Lot 1.—The REV. ERSION toa MARRIAGE SETTLE- 
MENT FUND, invested in £15,630 6s. 8d. India 34 per Cent. 
Stock receivable on the death of the survivor of a gentleman 
aged 60 and a lady aged 53 provided there is no issue of their 
marriage living, as to sons to attain 21, or daughters that age 
or marriage under that age. One child has m born but 
since deceased. The contingency of further issue is 
practically impossible, and the Reversion may be considered 
as Absolute. An Issue Policy for £1,200 (fully paid) 
effected in 1874 in the London and Provincial Law Assurance 
Society, now merged in the Guardian Life Assurance 
Bociety, will be included in the Sale. 

Lot 2.—The ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £4,073 16s. 44. 
Consolidated 23 per Cent. Annuities and £311 10s. 6d. India 
3} per Cent. Stock receivable on the death of a lady who 
will attain her 45th year on the 11th of August, 1894, Free 
from Legacy and Succession duty. 

Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. . Brundrett, 
Randall, & Govett, Solicitors, 10, King’s Bench-walk, 
Temple, E.C.; at the Mart; and of Mr. George B. Small- 
pie ce, Surveyor and Auctioneer, 9 and 10, Tokenhouse-yard, 

sthbury, E.C. 


KENSINGTON MAIN ROAD, 
at the corner of Palace-zate between the Albert Hall and 
Kensington Palace, and facing the Broad-walk, Kensing- 
ton-gardens, 
A Unique Freehold Property occupying an area of nearly 
eed square feet, known as “The Thorney House 
state,” upc pon part of which stands a charming Tudor 
r sida mee built of stone with imposing elevation, and 
containing 9 bed and dressing rooms, bath-room, a suite 
of elegant drawing rooms, library, dining, morning, and 
em oking rooms, spacious halls and corridors, and com- 
plete offices. With garden ground and carriage drive 
approach, together with the vacant land adjoining, 
having extensive frontages to the main road on Palace 
gate, capable of beng immediately utilized for building 
purposes without Giminishing the value of the present 


mansion 
Me ISSRS. GLASIER & SONS have been 
BELL the above 


favoured with instructions to 
AUCTION, at the MART, Cit 


on THUBSDAY, 2nd AUGUST, 1894, at TWO o'clock, 
in One Lot. 

Particulars, plans, and conditions of sale may be had of 
A R. O. Stutfield, Eay., The Bedford Office, Montague- 
street, Bloomsbury Vide ; and of the Auctioneers, 7, St. 


Jamex’ s-street, 8. 


h 


every description of House Property. Printed terms can 
b had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices: 
54, Borough High-street, and 62, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


AUCTION SALES. 


ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS | 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include | 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1894. 
SSRS. DEBENHAM, pede 
FARMER, & ee oa nef io 

that their SALES of ED ESTAT Investmnenign 
Fey Suburban, A a Houses, Business Premises, 
uilding Land, Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Bes itocks, Shares, ‘and oth er Properties will be held at the 
AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of | 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— ) 
1894. 

Tuesday, Aug.7 | Tuesday, Oct. 16 
Tuesday, July17 | Tuesday, Aug. 14 | Tuesday, Oct. 30 
Tuesday, July 24 F ear 0 4 Aug. 21 | Tuesday, Nov. 13 
Tuesday, July 31 esday, Oct.2 | Tuesday, Dec. 4 

Auctions can Fibg be held on other days, in town oF 
country, by arrangement. essrs. Debenham, Tewson, | 
Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations 
for Probate and other Dezpoces, of Furniture, Pictures,’ 
Farming Stock, Cc. 

DETAILED LISTS. OF INVESTMENTS, Estates 
Sporting Quarters, Residences, Shops, and Business F 
mises to be Let or Sold by private —_- are ——— 
the ist of each month, and can be obtain 

genta, 


Tuesday, July 10 | 


Debenham, Tewson, Farmer, & Bri ewater, Estate A 
Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Gheapsi e, London, E.C, 
phone No. 1,503. 
AUCTION SALES AT DEPTFORD, WOOLWICH, 
LONDON, AND ELSEWHERE. 


ESSRS. HARDS & BRADLY, A 
tioneers, Estate Agents, and Valuers, hold Periodie 

SALES at the “ DOVER CASTLE,” DEPTFORD; & 
GREEN’S END, WOOLWICH; at the MART, CITY, 
elsewhere. Messrs. Hards & Bradly, who also unde 
Rent Collections, Surveys and Valuations for all purpo 
will be pleased to quote terms for the Sale of Propertieg 
intended to be submitted to Public Auction or othe: 


—Offices: Greenwich 31, Green’s End, Woolwich; 
158, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


UCTION SALES are held at the Ms 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and 
Thursdays in each month and on other days as occasic 
may require. 

STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTING 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, phy tio 
of Mortgages, Receiverships i in Chance ry, Sales by 
of Furniture and Stock, Collection of Rents, &c. fi. 
printed Lists of House Property, Ground- ‘Rents for 8 
and Houses, &c., to be Let, are issued on the Ist of ¢ 
month, and can be had tis on application or free 
post for two stamps. c¢ charge for insertion. T 
graphic ¢ address, ‘‘ Servabo, “tondon.” 
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Forthcoming Sales for the Year 1804. 


Meme E. & H. LUMLEY, 

James’s-house, 22, St. James’s-street, Londo 

beg to announce a™ the forthcoming year 

folowing’ DAYS of SALE, at the AUCTION MAB 
Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., but in addition other dates can 
arranged for special sales. Terms on application :— : 
Tuesday, July 10 Tuesday, Aug. 28| Tuesday, Nov. @ 
Tuesday, July 31 Tuesday, Sept.11| Tuesday, Dec. # 
Tuesday, Aug. 14 Tuesday, Oct. 2 

Messrs. E. & H. Lumley announce in the advertisem 
columns of ‘‘ The Times,” on Wednesdays and Saturday 
a complete list of their Sales, which will include Estates 
England, Ireland, and Scotland, town and country prop 
ties, ground-rents, reversions, gas and water shares, 
In cases where 7 &S be included in these 
ample notice should given in order to insure 4 
publicity.—St. James’s-house, 22, St. James’s-street, 8. 


FFICES to be LET.--Electric Lig 
Passenger Lift; modern conveniences; eee 
attendance; very moderate rents. no, Wb, on D 
Lonsdale-chambers, 27, Chancery- -lane, 


AND REQUIRED, for the erection 0 


Offices, area about 19,000ft.; prominent positi 
pronert with short leases running would be entertain 
articulars and plans to Mr. Buavsuaw Bnows, Billi 
square-buildings, E.C. 


LIVERPOOL.-COMPTON HOTE 


UNRIVALLED FOR IT# COMFORT. 
Excellent Cuisine and Moderate Pixed Ch 
Adjacent to best Shops, Shipping Offices, Stations, 
Telephone No. 58. 


of § 








Iuggage conveye dl Free, 


| OOKS BOUGHT, —To Executors, Sol 
tors, &c.—HENRY SOTHERAN & OO. 

| Strand, and 87, Piccadilly, PURCHASE LIBRARD 
smaller collections of Boo , in town or ry A givings 
utmost zune in 5 piso > for het tee 

| perienced v: mere arene y sent. Removals 

or expense to Established 1816, rr 
Address . Code in use, Unicode, 

















